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The Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, AUGUST 12, 1876. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


A matter of very great importance was decided on 
Tuesday, in committee on the Appellate Jurisdiction 
Bill, when the Attorney-General, on behalf of the 
Government, accepted a new clause moved by Mr. 
Watkin Williams, which provides that all rules of court 
to be made after the passing of the Act, whether made 
under the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1875, or 
the new Act, shall be made by any three or more of the 
following persons, of whom the Lord Chancellor shall be 
one, namely, the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice 
of England, the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas, the Lord Chief Baron of 
the Exchequer, and four other judges of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, to be from time to time 
appointed for the purpose by the Lord Chancellor 
in writing under his hand, such appointment to 
continue for such time as shall be specified therein. 
We need hardly remind our readers that this is an altera- 
tion for which we have for some time past been pleading, 
and we must express our satisfaction that it has, with so 
little difficulty, been placed in a fair way for passing 
into law. The truth is, that with so large a body of rule- 
makers as now exists under the provisions of the 
Judicature Acts, responsibility becomes so divided that 
it hardly exists at all. No one is specially concerned to 
have new rules made, or to see that the new rules are 
shaped in the best way to meet the difficulties they are 
intended to remedy. Under the new provisions there 
will be a small committee, whose duty it will be to 
superintend the preparation and issue of new rules; and 
we do not see why an arrangement, which in the case of 
the county courts has worked excellently well, should not 
have equally good results when applied to the High 
Court. The Council of Judges—if ever that august body 
should meet, in pursuance of section 75 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873—will be able to afford all the benefits of advice 
and suggestions which could be derived from the assist- 
ance in making rules of the whole body of judges. 





Tux Arrstuats Jurispicrion Bri has at last passed 
through all its stages and only awaits the Royal assent. 
As we have from time to time commented upon this 
measure during its progress we refrain at present from 
any general discussion of its effects, reserving to our- 
selves the right of a general survey of its provisions 
after it shall have passed into law. At present we 
desire only to express our regret that, when the Govern- 
ment determined upon acquiescing, at the last moment, 


in the suggestions of Sir Henry James and Sir William. 


Harcourt respecting the conduct of business in the 
common law divisions, the opportunity thus presented of 
alleviating in some degree, if not of remedying, the 
—— most unsatisfactory condition of the Chancery 
_ Division was let slip. We know that this was not done 
through inadvertence; the question was brought promi- 
nently wader the notice of the Government, not only in 





the House of Commons, but in the public press, and by 
a formal representation from the Law Amendment 
Society; and we gather from the Lord Chancellor’s 
speech in the House of Lords on Thursday evening that 
he, at least, is fully aware of the fact that the block in 
the Chancery Division is not an abnormal or ephemeral 
phenomenon, but a legitimate and inevitable consequence 
of the changes introduced by the Judicature Acts. We 
acknowledge, as readily as the most thorough-going 
disciple of the late “Joe Hume” could wish, that it is 
very desirable to avoid any permanent increase in the 
judicial staff of the country that can reasonably be done 
without, but here was an occasion on which an admitted 
evil of great magnitude might have been palliated, 
if not redressed, without any countervailing sacrifice 
whatever, and the chance has been, almost con- 
temptuously, let go, without assigning the shadow of a 
reason, or even of an excuse. Nor can any effectual 
remedy now be devised for a considerable time to come; 
it is obvious that no such change in the distribution of 
the judges as is required for the purpose can be effected 
without the authority of Parliament, and it is too much 
to hope that that authority can be obtained before the 
lapse of another year has aggravated the evil to an in- 
tolerable extent. The case, however, though not now 
admitting of any effectual remedy, is still capable of 
being relieved in a certain—very limited—degree, and 
we trust that, rather than suffer the continuance and 
accumulation of arrears with which we are now 
threatened, the judges will see their way to adopt the 
plan suggested some time ago in this journal (ante, 
p. 582), or some similar plan. Doubtless, the suitors 
would prefer having their causes decided by a 
genuine judge—albeit of exclusively common law 
antecedents—rather than be handed over to a “chief 
official referee’? or “extra official referee” (or by 
whatever name the proposed pro-judge might be called), 
but we feel sure that, ratherthan submit to the prolonged 
delay inevitable in the existing position of affairs, they 
would gladly accept the decisions of any one of the 
numerous gentlemen of standing and eminence at the 
equity bar whose services might be easily secured for 
temporary purposes in the manner before pointed out. 





THE MOST VIOLENT aTTAcK yet delivered on the im- 
portant new clauses in the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill, 
which will now very soon be passed into law, is con- 
tained in the letter from Mr. Justice Brett read by Lord 
Coleridge to the House of Lords on Thursday evening. 
The learned judge calls the new proposals an “ alteration 
in a panic,” and speaks of “the extreme danger and 
ruin of a scheme which seems to me to be utterly 
thoughtless.” Surely to justify such expressions as 
these there ought to be stronger reasons alleged against 
the proposal than those which he brings forward. His 
arguments, shortly stated, are as follows :—First, the 
block at Nisi Prius in London and Middlesex is “ prob- 
ably” only temporary. What reason is there to suppose 
this? The learned judge does not give any. _Secondly, 
there is an “ essential difference between causes tried by 
juries and those tried before Vice-Chancellors’’; this 
difference, so far as we can make it out, consists in the 
circumstance that the causes in the common law divisions 
“ are those which arise in the ever-varying transactions 
of every-day life’; new combinations arise in business, 
and new applications of law have to be made; at 
Nisi Prius, “ from want of time and books,” it is practi- 
cally impossible to determine each new point. The 
answer is obvious. Do not the causes in the Chancery 
Division also largely relate to the ever-varying transac- 
tions of every-day life ? Does the learned judge imagine 
that the four judges of first instance in the Chancery 
Division are not called upon singly to administer merean- 
tile law ? It is true that the common law divisions 
practically mould large parts of this law; but is there 
any reason to suppose that a single judge of a common 
law division, with all his familiarity with this branch 
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of law, will find it more difficult to deal with 
new combinations than the less-experienced equity 
judge? If neither time nor books are at present to 
be found at Nisi Prius, perhaps both may be found 
hereafter. But it is not required by the new pro- 
posals that the judge shall determine upon the 
application of the law to the facts at the trial ; 
he may do so afterwards. Where, then, is the force of 
this objection? But Mr. Justice Brett proceeds to point 
out, and repeats at the close of his letter, that the 
result will be to increase appeals. So we have always 
said, and this is doubtless an evil; but the experience of 
the present year is not such as to lead us to suppose 
that the evil will reach any great dimensions. There 
have been, it appears, 200 appeals from the division 
where four single-judge courts sit, as against 129 from 
the other divisions, in which we may reckon, we 
suppose, that four courts in Banc (reckoning the Probate 
and Divorce Division as one) sit. The difference 
in the number of appeals is really a great deal 
less than we should have expected. Again, Mr. Justice 
Brett suggests that if judges sit singly “all idea of 
authority ’” must cease, and “ reported cases must cease.” 
Why? Do the decisions of the single judge who sits at 
the Rolls carry no authority? Are there no reported 
cases in the Chancery Division? Next, he asks how 
the work is to be distributed, and afterwards asks 
how the miscellaneous duties of the judges, such as the 
Divisional Court for Appeals from Inferior Courts, the 
special paper in each division, the Central Criminal Court, 
election petitions, &c., are to be performed. We pointed 
out a few weeks ago (ante, p. 1719) how this 
would probably be done. The result we showed 
would be, after providing for all this special work, to 
leave six judges available for Nisi Prius sittings 
on 120 days, and three on 100 days, in the 
legal year. Lastly, he says, “Is not the veiled 
idea, the idea of doing away with trial by jury?” 
We look for the proof, but the learned judge 
again gives us none, and we confess we have some 
difficulty in dealing with “ veiled ideas.” On the whole, 
we think the Government may thank Mr. Justice Brett 
for his letter. If this is really all that can be said by an 
experienced and able member of the bench of the 
common law divisions, there can be but little harm in the 
new proposals. 





We are not surprisep that there are signs of a 
renewed agitation for a repeal or modification of the 
eertificate duty. The wonder is that in the course of 
the discussions on the Judicature Acts no serious effort 
has been made in this direction. Since Mr. Denman’s Bill 
to reduce the duty was thrown out on the third reading, in 
1867, the question has been allowed to go to sleep, appa- 
rently for want of a champion sufficiently energetic and 
interested in the matter to fight a Bill through the 
House of Commons. The history of previous efforts is by 
no means discouraging. In 1860 a Bill for the abolition 
of the duty was read a second time in the Commons; in the 
next year, and in 1853, a Bill for the same purpose was 
introduced; and in 1867 a motion in favour of the abolition 
of the duty was carried in the House of Commons. It is to 
be feared that the tax is too easily collected and too pro- 
fitable to be wholly surrendered by the Government ; but 
the case for an equalization between town and country 
solicitors seems too strong to be resisted, and if properly 
stated must secure some action in the next session, The 
London solicitor has now few advantages over his country 
brethren; he has usually to pay a great deal more for 
office rent, and often gives higher salaries to his clerks ; 
why, then, should he be charged with a higher rate of 
duty? There is, we believe, an apprehension in some 
quarters that the result of stirring in the matter might 
be that the country solicitor’s rate of duty would be 
raised to that of the London solicitor; but we cannot 
believe that, if proper representations were made, this 
idea would be entertained by the Government. 





TRIAL OF CHANCERY ACTIONS at 
ASSIZES., 


In the midst of all the hubbub that has been madeq 
the subject of issues sent down from the Chan 
Division for trial at the assizes, a quiet little pro 

has taken place to which we think the attention of th 
profession ought to be directed. 

A week or two ago we gave a short note of a motion 
before Bacon, V.C., for an order that a partnershj 
action of Redmayne v. Vaughan, attached to his branch 
of the Chancery Division, should be set down fm 
trial at the then approaching Liverpool Assizes (ge 
ante, p. 744, and this week’s issue of the Werxy 
Reporter, p. 983). The application was based on the 
ground that the plaintiff, in his statement of claim, hag 
stated that he proposed that the action should be tricg 
at Liverpool, the contention being that ord. 36, r. 1, ap. 
plies to all actions in the High Court, whatever may be 
the division to which they have been assigned, whether 
by the election of the parties, or, as in the case of part. 
nership actions, by the express provisions of the Act of 
1873. The Vice-Chancellor acceded to the application, 
and though, of course, the associate at Liverpool hesitated 
to obey the order, his hesitation was overcome by 4 
direction from Bramwell, B., one of the judges on the 
circuit. Accordingly, as will be seen from a report in 
another column, the action came on for trial on Monday 
last, as it happened, before Lindley, J., who no doubt 
experienced a pleasant feeling of refreshment at finding 
himself so unexpectedly in his native air of equity, and 
the law and practice of partnership. The jury having 
been dispensed with by agreement, oral evidence was 
gone into with respect to the main question between the 
parties, namely, whether the defendant was to bring in 
as his share of the capital in the brewery business, the 
subject of the partnership, the sum of £1,600, or, as he 
himself alleged, certain interests in some public-houses, 
This question having been decided against the defend. 
ant the learned ;judge pronounced a final judg. 
ment which we have been informed was to the 
following effect:—Decree dissolution ; continue re. 
ceiver; accounts to be taken by the district registrar, 
with a direction that the defendant is to be 
debited with £1,600; the costs occasioned by the 
defendant's disputing his liability to bring in the 
£1,600 to be paid by him; the defendant to execute 
a release of his interest in the brewery; liberty to 
apply. 

It will be seen from this statement that the effect of 
the whole proceeding has been to dispose finally of 
chancery action with witnesses at the assizes; the 
method adopted having this advantage over issues that 
the expense has been avoided (1) of settling the issues, 
and (2) of the hearing before the Vice-Cnancellor after 
the trial of the issues. The event might, of course, have 
turned out differently. The judge of assize might, after 
trying the case, have declined to direct judgment to be 
entered, leaving the parties to move for judgment (see 
ord. 36, r. 22). Had that course been adopted, the 
result would Lave been practically a second trial, though, 
of course, without witnesses, before the Vice-Chancellor, 
with, perhaps, a rather troublesome question as to 
whether his lordship was in a position fairly to exercise 
his discretion as to the costs of the suit. It follows 
from this that all that can safely be said of the recent 
case is that, partly, perhaps, owing to exceptionally 
favourable circumstances, the first experiment of trying 
a chancery action at assizes has turned out a success. 
Doubts may, perhaps, be suggested as to whether the 
tule under which the plaintiff claimed to have the right 
to fix the place of trial was intended to apply to all 
actions, or only to actions in which there was a local 
venue before the Judicature Acts (see the wording of the 
rule itself). But the broader view seems to us to be the 
better one, namely, that the rules are a code of pro- 
cedure for all actions in the High Court, so that, as far 
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as the procedure covered by the rules is concerned, all 
actions are on precisely the same footing. 
It may, perhaps, be startling to find a chancery action 
the pleadiiigs in which bear the name of a Vice-Chan- 
cellor, passing through its most important phase under 
the guidance of a judge of assize, and to see the latter 
judge framing a judgment the working out of which 
may be left to the Vice-Chancellor. In the recent case, 
however, three judges of great experience, namely, Bacon, 
V.C., and Bramwell and Lindley, JJ., have acquiesced 
in this view of the new procedure; and the question, 
thus weighted with their authority, must come before 
the consideration of the body of judges when they 
will shortly be engaged in framing new rules. 
It is needless to point out that many important interests 
must be affected by what is done or left undone on this 
subject; and, unfortunately, perhaps, for the entire 
satisfaction of the outside public, the matter touches 
rather too closely the personal convenience and comfort 
of some of those learned persons to whom the making of 
the rules has been intrusted. Those, however, who have 
a better acquaintance with the character of the bench 
will be very slow to think that such considerations will 
have any influence whatever on the manner in which the 
question will be dealt with. Shortly stated, the question 
is this—Shall a person so circumstanced as to be obliged 
tosue in the Chancery Division, and whose advisers are 
qualified to judge of all the reasons for and against a 
trial of the action at or near the place where they them. 
selves, the parties, and the witnesses all reside, have the 
option of choosing that the trial shall take place there, 
or shall he not ? There are, no doubt, many reasons of 
great weight on both sides ; and we shall do no more 
than commend the consideration of them to the learned 
body of judges. 








ROBERT FARRE DALRYMPLE. 


Tue death of Mr. Robert Farre Dalrymple, for many 
years, and until the close of 1875, a solicitor in active 
practice, ought not to pass without some notice in these 
columns. His life, though busy, was not eventful, but it 
has left to his friends memories of high honour, unobtrusive 
goodness and refinement, which will not soon fade. 


Mr. Dalrymple was born at Norwich on the 26th of 
January, 1819, and was the youngest son of the late 
William Dalrymple, long and favourably known 
there as a surgeon of great distinction and of far more 
than local reputation—the pupil of the elder Cline and the 
valued friend of that great man, of Sir Astley Cooper, 
and of many of the leading anatomists and pathologists 
of his day. He was, with his brothers, educated, 
80 far as school education is concerned, at the Free School 
of Norwich under Dr. Valpy, as his father had also been 
under the memorable Dr. Parr; but that part of a man’s 
education which, more than any other, makes or mars 
him—the imparting of good impulses, the founding of 
energetic habits, and the love of high and honourable 
motives came to him whose death we are recording 
from the precept and example of his singularly refined 
and active-minded parents—a father of rare talents and 
acquirements and of fastidious honour; a mother who 
Won her children to the same habit of extensive reading 
and love of knowledge by which her own mind had been 
stored and strengthened, 

Mr. R. F. Dalrymple was articled in 1836 to Mr. 
Robert Bayly Follett, now the well-known taxing master, 
and during the greater part of his apprenticeship had, 
under Mr. Follett, the opportunity of acquiring the 
knowledge of his future professional duties, and of the 
means and manner of performing them, in the 
chambers of Mesars. Gregory & (o., of Bedford-row. 
Ta 1845 he became a member of the firm of Bircham, 
Dalrymple, Drake, & Co., of Westminster, and 80 con- 
tinued until, in December last, he retired. To this step 





he was induced by failing health and the desire to spend 
his remaining time with more leisure for domestic life, 
and for indulging his love of gentle travel and society, 
of books and of art, and as a Christian gentleman “ for 
the adjustment of his mantle.” But a few months were 
accorded to him of that longer evening of days which he 
had pictured to himself. 

His professional avocations were always sufficient 
mainly to occupy his time and mind. Nor could his 
health have allowed him to carry through more. He 
was not a great lawyer. Few largely occupied solicitors 
can be so. Neither did he busy himself in the politics of 
his profession, its education or interests, but he did 
better in giving its members a high and stainless ex- 
ample. His peculiar temperament and good sense made 
him a valuable adviser: and whilst no one, who knew 
him well, would challenge his ability, it was not from 
the exercise of great powers, but from his high moral 
tone and the well-adjusted balance of his mind, that his 
success in practice principally resulted. Few solicitors 
have won more completely the confidence and regard of 
the clients whom he served (evidenced by the many who 
became his friends, and called upon him to undertake 
for them important trusts), or of the professional 
brethren amongst whom he moved. 

He had been for many years before his death a com- 
mittee-governor of Christ’s Hospital, and throughout 
each of the two great discussions of a few years ago on 
the then scheme for re-organizing that great institution, 
he served on the special committee of governors, and 
took a part which will be long remembered, by those who 
were engaged with him, as most energetic and useful. 
Nor was this the only institution which had the benefit 
of his benevolence and judgment; but his charity—both 
in its public and private development—whilst large and 
discriminating, was essentially silent and unobtrusive. 

Mr. Dalrymple married, in 1849, Anne, the second 
daughter of the late Mr. Francis John Gunning, of Cam- 
bridge. She survives him. There was one child only 
of the marriage, Mr. Bertram Francis Dalrymple, now 3 
lieutenant in the Royal Artillery. 





On Monday, before the Queen’s Bench Division, Mr. 
Glyn moved for a rule calling upon a solicitor to answer the 
matters in the affidavit of the applicant, but Mr. Justice 
Quaio sail it was a ru'e not to allow an application of this 
kind to be made on the last day or last diy but one of s 
term or sitting, the reason being that the matter would be 
kept hanging over the head of the solicitor during the vaca- 
tion, and on that ground the court declined to hear the ap- 
plication. 

On Tuesday, before the Queen's Bench Division, says the 
Times reporter, Mr. Anderson desired to move for a 
Criminal information, bat the coart, at the instance of the 
Crown master, at once stopped him, reminding him of an 
ancient rule of practice that sach an application could not 
be made on the last day of asitting, as is would not be right 
to keep it bauging over the head of a party all through 
the long vacation, This rule of practice, they said, they 
adhered to, asit had not been altered by the rales under 
the Jadicature Act, and they had applied it to an ap- 
plication against an attorney, which was refused for the 
same reason. I[t waa then suggested that possibly the 
application might be made at the sittings in Bene daring 
the vacation, if, as had been supposed, sach sittings were 
to be held occasionally. But as to this, Mr, Justice 
Mellor said it was a mistake, and no such sittings were to 
be held. Mr. Justice Quain said two of his brethren, no 
doubt (Mr, Jastice Field and Mr, Baron Huddleston), 
were to sit as the vacation judges at chambers throughout 
the vacation, and they had by the Act a power to hold a 
‘divisional court” on any occasion which might arise to 
call for it, But, he believed, and, indeed, he knew, 
through commanication with them, that they did not 
intend to exercise that power or to hold any such sitting 
except on some extraordinary Oeeasien er emergency. 
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The New Practice. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


New TriaL—Time For movinc—DivisioNat Court nor 
Sirrinc—onp. 39, R. 1.—The question which was raised 
before the Court ot Appeal in the case of Hallums v. Hills 
(ncted cnte p 763) was again mooted on the 7th inst., 
in a case 0! Al good vy. Gibson, Iu Hallums vy. Hills, the 
Court of App: al expressed their opinion tat the meaning 
of ord. 29.1. 1, is that, when the divisional court is not 
gitting every day, only the days on which it actually sits 
are to be counted in estimating the four days allowed for 
moving for arew trial. In Allgood v. Gi’son the dates 
were these :—The trial took place on Thursday, the 13th of 
July. The divisional court did not sit until Monday, the 
17th of July, ard after that it sat on Monday, the 24th, 
Tuesday, tle 25th, and Monday, the 31st of July. Onthe 
81st a mction was made for a new trial, and the divisional 
conit (Lord Coleridge, C.J., Kelly, C.B., and Archibald, 
J.) held tlat the application was made toolate. The con- 
struction which they pat upon the rule was this: that the 
moiion for a new trial must be made within four days after 
the trial, provided the last of those days be One upon 
which the divisional court is sitting ; and, if not, then on the 
next day on which the divisional court is sitting. They also 
held that ‘here was no power toextendthe time after it had 
actval'y run out. The motion for a new trial was renewed 
by wey of aprealon the 7th inst. The Court of Appeal 
(James and Meilish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) intima'ed 
an opinion that the divisional court were not absolutely 
bound by the previous decision of the Court of Appeal, 
which had been given only upon at ex parte application, 
and they said that the question was one of great import- 
ance ard ought to be fully argued, and declined, there- 
fore, to decide it now, but ordered the motion to stand over 
till November. 


SUBSTITUTED ServicE— Discretion or Court— Non- 
EXIsTENt DereNDANT—ACTION AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT 
or A (OLoNY—Orp. 9, Rk, 2.—On the 8th inst., in a case of 
Bloman v. T e Governor and Government of the Colony of 
New Zealand, tbe Court of Appeal were asked to discharge 
an order which bad been made for substituted service of 
the'writ of summons under very peculiar circumstances. 
The action was brought in the Common Pleas Division to 
recover damages for the alleged breach of a contract 
which bad been entered into, on behalf of the Government 
of New Zealand, with a shipowner, for the conveyance of 
emigrants from Europe to the colony. The parties to the 
coutiact were her Majesty the Queen, for and on bebalf of 
the colony of New Zealand, of the first part ; the agent- 
gen+ral in England for the Government of the colony, as 
agent for and on behalf of the Government, of the second 
part; and the shipowner, of the third part. An Act of 
the colonial Legislature had empowered the Government 
of the colony to enter into such contracts, bat another 
Act bad provided that they were to be entered into in the 
name of the Queen, ber heirs and successors. It was con- 
tended that the effect of these Acts was to make the 
Governor and Government of the colony, or at any rate 
the Governor, acorporation for the purpose of contracting, 
and that they could be sued assnch. And the divisional 
court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Archibaid, J.), though 
they doubted whether the action could be maintained, 
thought that this question might not be determined upon 
an ivterlocutory motion, and granted an order for sabsti- 
tated service upon the London solicitor who had acted on 
behalf of the colonial Government. The solicitor appealed 
from the order, and the Court of Appeal (James and 
Mellisb, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) discharged it with 
coris. They were of opinion that the court, buving a dis- 
cretion as to the making of the order, ought not to allow 
substitoted service where direct service would be impos- 
sible. ‘Here the action wae clearly not maintainable, The 
very object of the provision that the contracts should be 
thade in the name of the Queen was that the executive 
officers should not be liable to be sued upon them. The 
Governor and Government were not @ corporation. The 
nominal defendants were, as Lord Justice James expressed 





ne 
it, a fictitious nonentity, and there was no one who could 
be served with the writ directly in New Zealand. The 
plaintiff's only remedy was by a petition of right in the. 
Supreme Court of the colony. 








Notes. 


In a case oF Re Collie, decided by the Court of Appeal 
on the 3rd inst., a question of some importance arose with 
regard to the right of a creditor holding a secarity to prove 
in bankruptcy. At the time of the bankraptcy of A, & 
W. Collie, partners, they owed a large debt to their bankers, 
who were a limited joint stock company. Some shares in 
the bank stood in the name of A. Collie alone. They had 
stood in his name for many years, and were in the first in. 
stance his own, but they afterwards became in fact, as be- 
tween himself and his partner, the property of the firm. 
The bank, however, had no knowledge that any one but 
A. Collie had any interest in the shares. The articles of 
association of the bank contained the ordinary provision 
that the shares of every shareholder should be always sub- 
ject to a lien thereon in favour of the bauk for all moneys 
trom time to time due from him to the bank in respect of 
any call, or as a debt or liability to the bank from him 
alone, or jointly with any other person. The whole of the 
debt to the bank had been contracted, since the shares had 
become partnership property. Under these circumstances it 
was contended on the part of the trustee in the bankruptoy 
that, as the bank held a security on that which was de 
facto joint estate, they could not prove against the joint 
estate without first deducting the value of the shares, and 
so Mr. Registrar Murray decided, following Ez parte 
Connell, 3 Den. 201, a case decided by the three judges of 
the court of review in 1838 (Sir John Cross, however, 
dissenting), and the only reported case in which the point 
had previously arisen, On behalf of the bank it was con- 
tended that the bankrupts had in effect made a represen- 
tation to them that the shares were the property of A. 
Collie alone, and that on the faith of that representation 
the debt had been contracted, and that consequently the 
bankrupts, and those claiming through them, were estopped 
from sayiog that the shares were not the property of A. 
Collie alone. And, moreover, it Was urgedthat the shares 
in their first inception were sabject to the paramount 
lien created by the articles, and that this right could 
not be destroyed by any dealing to which the bank 
were not parties. ‘The Court of Appeal (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.), however, affirmed 
the registrar's decision, James, L.J., said that, if he 
had been free to act on his own opivion, he should 
have allowed the claim of the bank to prove for the 
whole debt, on the ground that they were entitled to the 
benefit of the representation which the Collies had im 
effect made to them, whatever might be the legal conse 
quences, But his lordship said that, even if his colleagues 
agreed with him, it would not, perhaps, be right to overt 
rule the decision in Ex parte Connell, which had never 
been questioned since it was pronounced. Mellish, LJ, 
said that the lien was clearly a security on the joint 
estate, for if it had not existed the shares would have been 
part of the joint estate. The question was, not what was 
the contract between the bank and the Collies, but what 
were the respective rights of the bank and the other 
joint creditors, and the bankrapts could not by any contract 
or representation made by them prevent their estate being 
distribated according to the rules of administration is 
bankruptey. The question did not really relate to the 
security given by the articles of association, which w 
remain unaffected in any event, but to the right of proof 
in respect of the balance of the debt which was uncovered 
by the security, and that must depend simply upon the 
bankruptcy law. 


‘' au SAME DAY the Court of Appeal affirmod the deci 
sion of the Chief Judgq in Re Balbirnge, which we 
ante, p. 704. The facts were briefly these:—Before & 
debtor filed his liquidation petition a creditor hid | 
a writ of fi. fa. with the sheriff. The creditors resolved & 
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mposition, and after the resolutions had been 

eT the sheriff levied under the writ. The Chief 
Judge held that the execution creditor, not having levied 

before the composition resolations became binding, was 
not a secured creditor, and was conseqnently bound by the 
resolutions and could not enforce his execution. And, more- 
over, he had, at thesecond meeting, proved forthe full amount 
of his debt, and had voted in favour of the composition, 
and by doing this had forfeited any security which he had. 
The Court of Appeal agreed with the Chief Judge on both 
these grounds. They also were clearly of opinion that the 
writ of ft. fa. could not, under the circumstances, have 
been delivered to the sheriff for the bona fide purpose of being 
executed (in fact, is was practically admitted that it was 
held over at the debtor's request), and therefore, even 
before the Mercantile Law Amendment Act (19 & 20 Vict. 
¢.97), the writ would not have bound third parties. And, 
moreover, in this case it appeared that, before the levy 
under the writ, the debtor had executed a biil of sale of his 
property as security to a person who had advanced the 
money to pay the composition, and therefore, by section 
1 of the Mercantile Law Amendment Act, the seizure could 
not affect the right of the billof sale hold+r. The decisions 
in Re Balbirnie and in Ez parte Jones (23 W. R. 886, L. R. 
10 Ch. 663) go a long way towards s«ttling the rights of 
execution creditors in cases of composition. 


ON THE SAME DAY the Court of Appeal affirmed the de- 
cision of the Chief Judge in Ex purte Wildsmith, which we 
noted ante, p. 724, to the effect that, under r. 61 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1870, a debtor’s summons may be served 
by aclerk of the summoning cre litor’s solicitor, or by the 
clerk of the solicitor’s country (or London) agent, and that 
it is not necessary, as was contended, that the service should 
be made by the solicitor whose nume is indorsed on the sum- 
mons with his own hand. 


— 


On THE SAME DAY the Court of Appeal decided, in a case of 
Re Newman, « point of importance with regard to proof in 
bankruptcy for damages recovered in an action of tort. A 
debtor filed a liquidation petition on the 6th of May. On 
the 3rd o! June the creditors at their fi:st meeting resolved 
to accept a composition. This res lution was confirmed at 
the second meeting on the 13th of June, and the resolutions 
were registered on the 29th of June. On the 14h of Jan- 
uary previous the plaintiff in an action of tort against the 
debtor had obtained a verdict for £50 damages. Leave had 
been reserved to the defendant to move to have the ver- 
dict entered for him, and on the 26th of April his 
motion was refused, and the court ordered judgment 
to be entered fir the plaintiff for £50 ani costs. On 
the 17th of June (i.e, after the second meeting of the 
creditors), the costs having been meanwhile taxed, the 
plaintiff in the action signed judgment for the £50 and 
£83 costs. The question was whether the plaintitf was 
bound by the composition in respect of the £133, and this 
depended upon the question whether the £133 was a debt 
or liability of the debtor provable in the composition 
under section 31 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. The 
court held that it was not, and consequently that the 
plaintiff was at liberty to enforce the judgment against 
the debtor. The court were of opinion that section 31 
does not alter the old law that damages recovered in an 
action of tort cannot be proved in bankruptcy unless, not 
only a verdict bas been obtained, but judgment has been 
signed before the adjudication. Till that had been done 
the damages were still unliquidated. This decision 
Sppears somewhat to conflict with the opinion expressed 
by the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Peacock (21 W. R. 
755, L. R. 8 Ch. 682), that the defendant’s costs of an 
Uosaecessful action brought by a compounding debtor 
Were provable in the composition, though they were not 
taxed and judgment for the amount was not signed until 
after the registration of the composition resolations. The 
Point, however, was not necessary fur the decision of that 
ase, inasmuch as the debtor nad, in his statement of 
affairs, inserted as one of his liabilities the estimated 
amount of the costa in question (which estimate exceeded 
the amount at which the costs were afterwards taxed), and 
the real ground of the decision of the court, allowing the 
defendants in the action to issue execution against the 
debtor for the taxed costs, appears to have been that the 





composition had never been tendered to them by the 
debtor—a tender which he was bound to make because the 
estimated liability had been included in his statement of 
affairs. 








THE APPELLATE JURISDICTION BILL. 


Lorp CoLEeRtpGE on Tharsday evening read, in the House 
of Lords, the iollowing letter which he had received from 
_ Justice Brett with reference to the new clauses in this 
ill :— 
‘* First, it is alteration in a panic of legislation hardly 
yetdry. This block of causes at Nist Priws in London 
and Middlesex is probably only temporary. Secondly, the 
proposed plan ignores entirely the essential difference be- 
tween the causes tried before juries and those tried before 
Vice-Chancellors. The causes in the common law divi- 
sions are those which arise in the ever-varying transac- 
tions of every-day life. There is not a month, or even a 
week, in which some new combination does not arise in 
business, and therefore some totally new application of 
aw does not arise. It seems never to be understood by 
hose who are not conversant with the administration of 
law by judge and jury that the trial before the jary is to 
ascertain what are the facts of that new combination, and 
that the law must be applied after the facts are ascertained. 
Let any one look into the reports, and he will see how in- 
cessantly new business, which is, in other words, a new 
point of law, arises. Isis practically impossible, from want 
of time and books, that each new point should be deter- 
mined at the Wisi Prius trial, as Mr. Gregory’s amendment, 
for instance, supposes it could be. If the point were then 
to be determined, either Nisi Prius trials must be postponed 
for months, or the number of judges and courts must be 
increased by sixty. And if each new point were reserved for 
the determination of the same judge sitting: in London or 
for another single judge sitting alone, it is practically im- 
possible to suppose that the number of appeals would not be 
increased ten or twenty fold. Suppose an opinion expressed 
by Baron Bramwell or Mr. Justice Blackburn, let us say, at 
the trial, referred to any judge you may think wholly infe- 
rior, or whom the public may think wholly inferior, and his 
judgment is different from the opinion; or even if the 
single judgment be that of the most trusted of the judges. 
The assumption is that the point or application is new. 
Now, is it possible to suppose that it will be acquiesced in ? 
I will give two or three instances which are recent—the 
crossed cheques, the negotiability of foreign bonds or coupons, 
the questions now raised as to disclosures or concealments in 
& prospectus, customs of the Stock Exchange, &c. The truth 
is, that the prop»sal would make the Court of Appeal the only 
court in Bane, and so the House of Lords the first instead of 
the Second Court of Appeal. Itis only, in fact, upon the ques- 
tion of a suggested misdirection that the courts in Bane are 
acourt of appeal. As to points reserved or special cases 
or other motions, they are a court of first instance upon 
questions of law. It may be that a single judge should 
more often sit to hear points of practice ; but that requires 
no legislation. Thirdly, if the judges are to determine each 
of them singly these questions cf law which so constantly 
arise, ail idea of xuthority, which has hitherto been the 
backbone of the consistency of the law, must cease. Surely 
it cannot be supp sed that the decision of a single judge is 
to be vited as a binding authority to another single judge. 
Such things as reported cases, which are now more useful 
even to prevent | tigation than to gaids it, must cease. No 
lawyer will be able to advise his client that the point has been 
decided by a binding authority; at all events, not till the 
Court of Appeal has decided ; and so, again, appeals must 
multiply. Fourthly, how is the work te be distributed ? 
Three judges in the Court of Appeal—are these to be three 
sitting singly, as it were, tn Banc? If so, are there to be 
aix at Nisi Privs and one at chambers? That gives 
thirteen. Are five to be idle? Or are there to be more 
than three courts én Bane or more than six at Visi Prius? 
If yes, where are the courts and the bar? Fifth, what is 


“to become of the peculiar business—the Revenue cases in 


the Exchequer, the magisterial and other cases in the 
Queen's Bench, the election cases (parliamentary and 
municipal) inthe Common Pleas? Sixth, is not the veiled 
idea the idea of doing away with trial by jary? Seventh, 
I should say that at present nine-tenths of the daily 
common law disputes—i.¢,, cases—stop at the court in 
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Banc, whereas under the proposed system those nine- 
tenths would almost all go to the Court of Appeal. For 
these reasons I have no doubt as to the extreme danger 
and ruin of a scheme which seems to me to be utterly 
thoughtless.” 


In the debate on the consideration of the new clauses pro- 
posed by the Attorney-General (see ante, p. 732)— 

Sir H. James said that large issues were raised by the 
clause and the amendments, and sooner or later they must 
be di-cussed. When the Judicature Act came into opera- 
tion last Novemlter, there were sham arrears, which were 
soon disposed of ; but under the working of the Act it had 
been found that the jud'cial staff was not equal to the 
demands made upon it, and it was no exaggeration to 
say that a dead-lock had resulted. Those who were 
chiefly prejudiced were the suitors and others who desired 
to appeal to the courts of law. About six weeks ago 
attention was called to the number of cases then waiting 
to be heard. The Nist Prius causes had since increased, 
so that there were now about 800 waitieg for trial, and 
when the legal year began in November it was possible 
the number would be increased to 1,000. The su'ject 
was brought before the legal members of that House in 
2 communication fromLords Justices James and Baggal'ay, 
and they came to the conclusion embodied in the 
amendments of the Attorney-General. It was then sug- 
gested that it was necessary to do two things—to increase 
the strength of the Court of Appeal by adding to its num- 
bers, and its stability by ceasing to borrow judges from the 
primery courts. No one could doubt that the appellate 
judges should be appellate and not primary judges. The 
question then arose whence this additional strength should 
be deriv'd. Some thought that it would be better to add 
at once two or three judges to the court of intermediate 
appeal. Every unnecessary addition to the numer of 
juiges was, however, objectionable on two grounds, because 
it mede all the other judg-s do less work than need be, and 
because it lowered the standard of judicial qualification. 
When a grester demand was made on the professin by 
creating twenty-four judges where twelve used to be the 
numi-er, a lower standard was inevitable. The best number 
of judges was the numter required to do the work. and no 
mre. Why, for examp)-, in Nisi Prius cases, sh uld there 
be seen the spectacle of three judges sitting with the 
greatest solemnity to hear cases which men of the most 
ordinary intellect would decide off-hand in their c unting- 
houses? In the Court of Chancery a single juige was 
sufficient for such causes Why, he asked, inst-ad of 
having an incressei number of judges, should they not, by 
accepting the second amendment of his hon. friend the 
At orney-Geners], economize judicial strength without 
affecting the public interest? If one jadge could dispose of 
rases of vast importance in the Court of Chancery, why 
should not one juige sit in a court of law and dispose of 
eases there? And all the more ought they to be disp ssed to 
as-en' to t!e proposed arrangement that the suitor would 
have two courts of appeal to which he could carry his case 
if he were so advised. He hoped they would have the 
@-urace to snpport her Majesty's Government in this matter 
of judici J ref.rm. 

Mr. 8. Hitt was ready to arsent to the first clause pro- 
pesed by the Attorney-General, but in the interest of the 
public he could not support the second clause, by which, 
if it were paserd, a court of law sitting in Banc would con. 
sist of one judge only. He asked was the practice in 
chancery so entirely satisfactory that they could make 
eonfo mable to it their practice at common law? He com- 
pared the postion of a Vice-Chancellor in dealing with a 
¢ se with the position of a judge and a jury, aid sa‘d 
that a enitor who goes away from a court in Banc, whether 
the verdict had been for Lim or against him, goes away 
with more complete eatisfaction as to the result of the 
ewe _ a man who goesout of the Vice-Chuncellor's 
8 iamber, 


Mr. Moxoan Lioyrp said it was admitted on all hands 
that the present Court of Appeal eould not keep up with 
the business. They must at present do with the ex sting 
jvdges, terause the Government had declared that ander 
present circumstances they would not increase-‘the number. 
As to apeals he wonld rather trust « judge sittin 
sone to upset bis own judgment then a judge sitting with 





——— 


another to try the appeal. 
would be accepted. 


Mr. GeanrHam maintained that the new system of jadi. 
cature had not yet obtained fair play. Since its intro. 
duction the work before the courts had increased in 
importance, a great number of small cases which took 
little time to try being now eliminated from the lists, and 
it sometimes happened that two or three actions which 
would formerly have been separate were now rolled into 
one. Thus the comparison which was maie between the 
present and the past state of things was unfair. As to 
the question of expense, he believed that the public would 
not grudge £10,000, or even £20,000 a year for additional 
jadges, who would save enormous cost and delay to suitors, 
The Judicature Act was passed to produce a fasion of law 
and equity, so that the same judge might be able to try all 
the questions connected with a case ; but the system did 
not work in the way which had been expected, and equity 
jadgea bad sent down issues to be tried at the assizes by 
the common law judges. It was not fair that one class of 
judges should be able to relieve themselves at the expense 
of another, and he could easily understand that, there 
should have been some feeling on the part of judges who 
were helpless in the matter, because they had a loyal 
desire to finish the business of their circuits, and were not 
men to ‘‘scamp” their work. In conclusion, he was sorry 
the measure could not be postponed till another year, when 
they might have more satisfactory legislation than that 
before them. 


Mr. Norwoop felt, as a member of the mercantile com- 
munity, that the operation of the Judicature Act, whatever 
might be the cause, had not given satisfaction to the 
public, There was now almost as much difficulty in 
knowing what court to apply to as ever there had been; 
the long vacation was longer than ever, and the suitors 
had none of the facilities for having their c:ses tried which 
they had so much reason to hope would be afforded to 
them. He could not disguise from himself the fact that 
out of doors it was asserted too freqnently that the judges 
had really not shown that anxious desire to accommodate 
themselves and the business of their courts to the new 
system which might have been fairly expected from them, 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that the clause would have 
the effect of strengthening and improving the interme. 
diate court of appeal, and it had the approval of the balk 
ef legal members ia the House, Having already explained 
his proposals at length, it was not necessary to say more 
than that he believed they would be efficacious in securing 
the reforms that were admitted to be necessary. 

Mr. Butwer knew nothing of the caucus of the members 
of the bar which had been referred to'as having approved 
the amendments proposed by the Attorney-General. For 
his part, be protested against amendments effecting 0 
important an alteration in our judicial system being dis- 
cussed in a thin Honse at that period of the session— 
amendments which, if carried, would be certain to be re 
jected by the Lords, and which would thue lead to the 
loss of the measure, Under the proposal of the Attorney. 
General, the court in Banc would be abolished and the 
Conrt of Appeal would be overwhelmed by the business 
which would flow into it, while our jadges would “sit 
alone in the dark,” instead of being educated after they 
got on tke bench, as was the cuse under the existing 
system. 


He trusted the amendments © 





The ward clerkships of the wards of Aldgste and Lime 
street have become vacant by the death of Mr. Charles 
Rivington, of Fenchurch-buildings. 


The Morning Post says that on Thursday morning, at the 
Oxford Quarter Sessions, before the recorJer, Mr. W. H. 
Cooke, Q.C., which were held by adjourument from Julv 21, 
when abont fifty citizens who had been summoned as jary- 
men were discharged owing to Mr. Cooke having mi 
his train, the recorder censured the mayor for having dit 
charged the jury, and spoke in strong terms of ths conduc 
of the bench of magistrates generally. On tho mayor 
attempting to explain the recorder threatened to fine him 
£60, and intimated to him that he had no right there 
except im his capacity as a citizen. 
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LORD COLERIDGE ON THE WORKING OF 
THE JUDICATURE ACTS. 


On. Thursday evening, in the House of Lords, Lord 
Coleridge said he had laid on the table a notice that he 
would call attention to the working of the Judicature Acts, 
and move for areturn to supplement one which had been 
previously obtained. He would take first, the working of 
the High Court of Justice, which, as their lordships would 
remember, was divided into five divisions, but for all 
ordinary purposes into three, namely, the divisions repre- 
sented by the Vice-Chancellors; by the Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and wag wh and by the Probate und 
Admiralty Courts. The working of the Chancery Division 
had been somewhat slow, because the most salutary practice 
of viva voce examination had been introduced. Any one 
who knew anything about the matter would see that if we 
tried cases by viva voce examination they would take up a 
longer time; but for all that there was no comparison 
between that system and the system of affidavits for elicit- 
ing the truth. Every one knew perfectly well that the 
result of affidavits drawn by the score, settled by the 
counsel, and sworn to, perhaps, without much examination, 
could not for a moment bs compared with the result 
attained by examination and cross-examination viva voce, 
In the Probate and Admiralty Courts there was very little 
difference, except that as the judge of the Probate 
Court could cull in the judge of the Admiralty, he 
believed, on the whole, more important work had 
been got out of that division. He now came to 
what he understood better, namely, the working of the 
Queen's Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Division. 
And, first, with regard to sittings in Banc, he had to say 
that there were, practically speaking, no arrears. He did 
not mean that there might not be some few cases standing 
over, but practically there were no arrears at all. Therefore, 
as far as regarded two very important portions of the High 
Court of Justice, the work had been done to a gre:ter ex- 
tent than he believed had ever been done before. He quite 
admitted that in trial by jury cases there were very con- 
siderable arrears. He had to say, however, that as to this 
matter there had been gross exaggeration. ‘he fact of 
the exaggeration was unquestionable. Toere was no kind 
of use in disputing about the facts. He did not invent 
these statements, but he desired their lordships to know 
the facts in order that they might see how far the 
amendments made in the Bill were really well founded. 
The question was one of figures, and his authorities for the 
figures he had given ona previous occasion and was about 
to give were the associates of the courts—Mr. Campbell 
Mr. Erle, and Mr. Pollock. He said then and now re- 
peated @ statement which he saw was questioned else- 
where—that, whereas between November, 1874, and 
November, 1875, the judges sat 540 days in London and 
Middlesex to try cases, they sat for 676 days from 
November, 1875, up to the close of the sittings in 1876, 
Some doubt had been cast upon his meaning in the use of 
the expression “ judicial days.” What he meant was, of 
course, that if two judges each sat thirty days the result 
was sixty judicial days; and he repeated that there 
had been 150 or thereabouts more days spent by the 
same number of judges in the same time since the 
ape of the J udicature Acts compared with the num- 
er of days’ sittings by the same judges in the same 
time and upon the same work before the passing 
of the Aote. Farther, he stated, and now repeated, 
that in the words of the return furnished to him, 
Every action which has been entered for trial since 
the Judicature Acts came into operation has been tried 
= three months of its entry, and every action now 
ri cae Siace the beginning of the long vacation will 
He . en standing for trial leas than three months.” In 
ia statement he made no distinction between common 
¢ md and special jury cases ; it applied unreservedly to both 
pan He did not mean to say that three months was no 
he ae wait, or that the arrear was not a large arrear, but 
\deay that to talk of the Acts having broken down, of the 
a of things being unprecedented, was to indulge in ex- 
vagant lauguage and to go altogether beyond what the 
ada the case, as he believed thom to be, warranted, 
es her Psa aq foretell what would happen hereafter, but 
basta A : ~ last year with 549 oases, and as they would 
ext year with 600 or 700, it was not unlikely 





that by the end of the year the arrear would be got rid of. 
It was alleged, first, that the business was shown to be de- 
Clining, and yet that more time was taken to try fewer 
cases, which was said to prove the bad working of the 
system; and, secondly, it was said that the sittings of the 
jadges had neither been so continuous nor so long as they 
ought to have been. Now, it was almost a universal 
rale that as you amended procedure and made it more 
reasonable and expeditious, you diminished the quantity, 
but increased the quality of the business that was left. 
It was wholly fallacious to go back a good many years 
and say there were then more writs issued and a larger 
number of cases tried. This was trae, but those were 
days when a large number of cases were undefended, 
when a number of small technical questions arose for de- 
cision, and when the parties, by interlocutories and dis- 
coveries, did not know each other’s hands as they did now. 
A larger number of such cases might be tried in the same 
period ; they did not occupy the same amount of judicial 
time. But now almost every case coming b-lore the judge 
and jury was a substantial case. By proceedings in coam- 
bers and otherwise the chaff was winnowed away, the cise on 
both sides was ascertained and understood, and when 
the parties came into court it was upon a substantial 
issue. Under one of the most useful provisions of the 
Judicature Act it was ordered that a defendint should 
swear to his defence ; he could no longer keep the plaintiff 
at arm’s length, but was put to his oath. Tnen, again, be 
understood that a large portion of business which, defore 
the Judicature Act, would come into court, was now dis- 
posed of in chambers, and did not figure in the returns of 
cases. But it was business done all the same, and in any 
fair and candid comparison of systems it must be tuken 
into account as business now done in one way while 
before the Judicature Act it was disposed of in another 
way. He ventured to say, therefore, that the amount of 
litigious business before the judges was not, substantially 
at all events, smaller at the present moment than in pre- 
vious years. The judges, he thought, had good groand to 
complain of observations made upon them elsewhere, 
as though they had not been loyal to the spirit of the 
Act, and, instead of doing their best to carry it into 
effect, had been obstractive, and prevented the proper 
working of the Act. He was certain that this sort of attack 
upon the judges would receive no countenance from hig 
noble and learned friend the Lord Chancellor, who had 
said no more than was just—though it was generously and 
kindly said—in moving the second reading of this Sill— 
namely, that the judges, so far from obstructing the 
operation of the Act, had accepted it loyally, and with 
ardour and energy. A more unfair and unfounded acca- 
sation than to say that they had in any way obstructed the 
fair working of the Act was never made by avy man inany 
place, however considerable the man, and however high the 
place. It was absolutely unfounded. In January and 
February so much had the work diminished that a judge 
might occasionally not have beeu sitting. But speaking 
for himself aud all the jadges he knew, and excepting the 
short statutory vacations, there had been no judge who 
had not in eome place or in some coart been sitting day by 
day from November 2, 1875, up to the present time. So 
far as his own court was concerned, he maintained that the 
working of the High Court had, upon the whole, been suc- 
cessful. He did not aay he should not have much preferred 
to state that there were no arrears in the Nisi Pius court, 
but he did assert that if what he had stated to their lord- 
ships was anything like the trath, the exaggerated state- 
ments ou the sabject must be attribatable in a greet degree 
to the circumstance that sufficient attention had not been 
paid to the figures and facts before those statements were 
made. He came, in the next place, to the working of the 
Court of Appeal, which was, in his opinion, a question somes 
what different from the working of the High Court. His 
noble and learned friend on the woolsack had been so kind 
furnish him with a return as to the working of the Coart 
as to of Appeal in regard to appeals from the vifferent divi- 
sions of the High Court, and be found that for a period of 
five years, commencing in 1871, the number of appeals from 
the common law divisions was 245, whereas the namber 
from the Vice-Chancellora’ courts was 1,012. During 
portions of that time up to the passing of the Judioa- 
ture Aot there were, he admitted, many matters in 
which the decisions of the courts of common law wer 
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final, and that many of the appeals from the Vice- 
Chancellors’ courts were with reference to small 
matters, so that it was exceedingly difficult to say what 
deduction ought to be made in making the contrast upon 
those two grounds, Still there remained the fact of the 
three common law courts sitting in Banc for five years with 
only 245 appeals, while there were 1,012 during the same 
time from the courts of the Vice-Chancellors. His no! le 
and learned friend had also been good enough to furnish 
him with a return with respect to the Court of Appeal for 
the present year, which included the appeals from the 
chancery as well as from the common law divisions. From 
that return it appeared that the number of appeals from the 
Chancery Division was 200, from the Queen’s B-nch Divi- 
sion 36, from the Divisional Court of Appeal 3, from the 
Common Pleas 27, from the Exchequer 45, trom the Probate 
and Divorce Division 18, or in all 129. So that there were 
200 appeals from the Chancery Division as «gainst 129 from 
all the other divisions. ‘Those were facts which did not at 
tend to encourage, in his opinion, the idea that the business 
of the courts would diminish uader the change which was 
proposed. 








General Carrespaonvence. 


Certiricate Dury. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Mr. Royle’s letter in your last number advocating 
the abolition of this duty quotes some recent public ob- 
servations of mine on the singular disunity of the solici- 
tor part of the profession, and I will therefore ask you 
to permit me to say a few words on the subject. 

Although the debate giving rise to my comments had 
no direct relation to this fiscal question—I was opposing 
the left-handed movement for an increase of our nominal 
fee of 6s. 8d. to 10s.—there is no point to which my 
argument applies more forcibly than to the case raised 
by Mr. Royle. 

With solicitors the Jaisser aller principle is more 
marked than in any other profession orcalling. Not one 
in a dozen takes the slightest active interest in parlia- 
mentary debates on Bills affecting almost his very pro- 
fessional existence, the plan being to wait till the Bills 

become law, indulge in useless murmurs for a short 
time, and then subside into a meek acceptance of things 
as they are. 

The apathy evinced by solicitors on many subjects 
materially affecting their interests is perfectly astound- 
ing. In private the points are freely enough canvassed, 
but once attempt to get united action and you may rest 
assured that nothing whatever will come of it. Apart 
from a considerable experience in practice, I speak from 
an intimate personal acquaintance with a large number 
of London solicitors. It is constantly said that ‘‘some- 
body”’ ought todo this or that, but when the time comes 
for concerted action and real support all resolution melts 
away like the fiery ardour of an angry creditor at a first 
meeting, who subsequently calms down to absolute in- 
significance. 

It is somewhat remarkable that at any time town 
solicitors should have been called upon to pay,more than 
the provincial (having regard to the increased expense of 
London offices and the higher salaries of clerks), but 
nowadays, when district registries are gradually 
shattering most of the agencies, there cannot be the 
slightest pretence formaintaining the town stamp of fifty 
per cent, more than the country. 

Many of us are too apt to view this question as one 
merely of 2 few pounds more or less, entirely ignoring 
the principle—to say nothing of the hardship it inflicts 
upon some of our less prosperous brethren—and it is my 
opinion that if the certificate duty is not abolished until 

the solicitors rise en masse to resist it (as any other set 
of people would do) there will be no change this side 
of the twentieth century. Francis K, Munton, 
City, Aug. 9. 
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Mr. Georce Barxey, solicitor, has beea elected Town 
Clerk of the newly-incorporate! Borough of Luton. Mp, 
Bailey was admitted a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1851, and 
was clerk to the Luton Local Board of Health for twenty. 
five years. The local board is merged in the town coun. 
cil. Mr. Bailey’s appointment was confirmed and finally 
settled on August 1 by the town council. 


Mr. Ernest Barctay, solicitor, of Madras, has been ape 
pointed Government Svlicitur for the Madras Presidency, in 
the place of his partner, the late Mr. Henry George 
Prichard. 

Mr. Toxe Harvey Boys, solicitor, of Margate, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknow. 
ledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the County of 
Kent. 


Mr. Jonn C. Bray, barrister, has been appointed: 


Attorney-General of the Colony of South Australia in the 
new Administration. 


Mr. WittraAm Gotp Bucnanan, solicitor (of the firm of 
Frankish & Buchanan), of 23, Parliam-nt-street, bas been 
appointed a Commissioner to «administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Witu1aM Cross, solicitor (of the firm of Goy & 
Cross), of Barton-on-Humber, has been appointed a Com. 
missioner to administer Oaths in the High Court of Judica. 
ture. 


Mr. Samuet Waker Grirritus, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Attorney-General of the Colony of Queensland in 
the new Adminis‘ration. Mr. Gr fliths was called to the bar 
at Brishane in 1867, and his previously held office ag 
Attorney-General. 


Mr. Henry Buake Mituer, solicitor (of the firm of 
Miller, Son, & Stevens), of Norwich. has been elected 
Town Clerk of that City (at a salary of £1,300 p r annum), 
in succession to Mr. Wace Lockett Mendham, deceased, 
Mr. Miller is the son of the late Mr. Henry Milier, solicitor, 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1846, and for many years 
acted as deputy judge of the Guildhall Court. He was 
formerly clerk to the Norwich Local Board of Health, and 
since the dissolution of that body he has held the office of 
sanitary clerk to the corporation, 


Mr. Avcustus Keppe. SrepHenson, Solicitor to the 
Treasury, has been appointed her Muajesty’s Procurator in 
all Causes and Matters Maritime, Foreign, Civil, and 
Ecclesiastical, in the place of the late Mr. Francis Hart 
Dyke. Mr. Stephenson is the son of Sir Wiliam Henry 
Stephenson, K.C.B., Chief Commissioner of Inland 
Revenue. He was educated at Caius College, Cambridge, 
and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 
1852. He formerly practised on the North+ra Circuit, and 
was for four years Recorder of Bedford. Mr. Stephenson 
was appointed assistant-solicitor to the Treasury in 1866, 
and he was also Registrar of Friendly Societies. He suc- 
ceeded the Jate Mr. John Gray, Q.C., as principal solicitor 
to the Treasury about a year ago. 


Mr. James Seweit, Wurrs, barrister, has been appointed 


a judge of the High Court of Judicature at Calcutta, in the, 


place of Mr. John Budd Phear, who has resigned, Mr 
White was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, where 
he graduated B.A. in 1849. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1852, and formerly practised 
on the Norfilk Circuit, and he was fur several years Advo- 
cate-General for the Bombay Presidency. 


Mr. Cuarzes Davis AnpRews, solicitor, of Leominster 
and Tenbury, has been appointed Honorary Secretary to 
the Grange Committee at Leominster. 





Farrer Herschell, Exq., Q.C., M.P., hos accepted the 
presidency of the Jurisprudence department, and T. B. 
Buker, Esq,, the chairmanship of the Repression of Crime 
section, at tae forthcoming Liverpool Social Science Com- 
gress. 
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Obituary. 


MR. SERJEANT MILLER. 


Mr. Robert Miller, serjeant-at-law, and judze of couaty 
died at his residence, 31, Leins'er-squire, on the 
5th inst. The deeeased was the son of the late Mr. John 
C, Miller, of Mountjoy-square, Dablin. He was educated 
at Trinity College, Dublin, and was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1826. He joined the 
Midland Circuit, practising also on the Northamptonshire 
gnd Warwickshira Sessions and at the Central Criminal 


courts, 


many years he shared with the present Mr. Justice Mellor 
and the late Mr. Kenneth Macaulay the leading bnsiness of 
his circuit. In January, 1865, Mr. Serjeant Miller was 


selected by Lord Westbury to be judge of county courts for | 


cirenit No. 20. The circuit was afterwards enlarged and at 
the time of his dexth his jurisdiction incladed the whole of 
Leicestershire and Rutlandshire, as well as Bourne, 
Grantham, Stamford, and Nuneaton. He proved a 
most efficient and industrious judg», and was highly 
respected in his district. Mr, Serjeant Miller had been for 
several years a widower, but he leaves a large family. His 
eldest son, the late Mr. Robert Byron Miller, formerly of 
the Home Circuit, was for some time Atvorney-General of 
Tasmania. 


Calcutta, and another son, Mr. Albert Birmingham Miller, 
Jate of the Northern Circuit, is official assignee of the 
Insolvent Debtors’ Court at Calcutta. 


MR. PERCIVAL ANDREE PICKERING, Q.C. 


Mr. Percival Andree Pickering, Q.C., Attorney-General 
for the County Palatine of Lancaster, and judge of the 
Court of Passage at Liverpool, died suddenly at Dover 
on Monday last, while taking a carriage drive. The 
deceased was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1832 and M.A. in 1835. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 
1838, when he joined the Northern Circuit and the West 
Riding of Yorkshire Sessions. He was the author of a 
work on ‘‘ The Law as to Treating at Elections,” and he 
was for several years Recorder of Pontefract. Mr. 
Pickering received a silk gown from Lord Cranworth in 
1855. He formerly practised at the parliamentary bar, 
and at the time of his death he was (in right of seniority) 
the leader of his circuit, but he had toa great extent re- 
linquished private practice. In 1867, on the death of Mr. 
Edward James, Q.C., he was elected by the Liverpool 
Town Council to the office of judge of the Passage Court 
in that borough, and a few months later he succeeded the 
late Mr. Stephen Temple, Q.C., as Attorney-General for 
the County Palatine of Lancashire. Mr. Pickering was 
4 bencher of the Inner Temple, and was treasurer of that 
society in 1870. 


MR. JOSEPH HOWELL BLOOD. 


Mr. Joseph Howell Blood, solicitor, of Witham, died on 
the 5th inst., in his seventieth year. Mr, Blood was born 
in 1807, was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and had practised 
in Witham for over thirty-five years. He had a very large 
private practice, being solicitor to Sir Charles Ducane and 
to many other large landowners in the neighbourhood, 
He was for many years in partnership with the late Mr. 
Charles Douglas, and more recently with his son, Mr. 
William Bindon Blood, who was admitted in 1865. Mr. 
Blood was a perpetual commissioner for Essea, and after 
having been for a long time deputy treasurer for the eastern 
‘division of the county he was a few years ago appointed 
treasurer for the division. He was also clerk to the 
magistrates and Commissioners of Income-tax for the 

itham division, clerk to the Witham Board of Guardians 
and Local Board of Health, and superintendent-registrar. 
His politios were Conservative, and he had fought many 
Contests for his party. 





| fully jastified his previous repatation ; 


| charge of the business. 


Another son, Mr. Charles Miller, late of the .| 
Midland Circuit, is a police magistrate and coroner at | 





MR. CHARLES JAMES GALE. 


Mr. Charles James Gale, many years a julge of county 
courts, died at his residence, Kitnocks, near Botley, 
Hampshire, on the 5th inst., at the age of seventy-two 
Mr. Gale was the son of the late Mr. Charles Gale, and 
was born in 1804. He was educated at the Scriningham 
Grammar School, and in Trinity Term, 1832, he was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple. He practised on the 
Midland Circuit, and had several years’ experience as a 
reporter, being author of two volumes of Gale’s Exchequer 
teports, and of three volumes of Gale and Davidson’s 


a ; Queen’s Bench Reports; but his reputation as a lawyer 
Court. In 1850 he was crested a serjeant-at-law, and for | 


was established by his well-known book oa * Easements,” 


| which firat appeared in 1839, and has gone through 


several editions. On the passing of the County Court Act 
Mr. Gale was selected as judge for cirenit No. 51, com- 
prising the whole of Hampshire. His judicial career 
he evinced a sound 
knowledge of law, and great tact and judgment in the dis- 
He was very highly respected by 
the solicitors who practised before him, and his decisions 


| were rarely reversed on appeal. In September, 1874, after 
| twenty-seven years’ service, the state of 


his health 


obliged him to retire on a pension. Mr. Gale was a magis- 


| trate for Hampshire. 


MR. CHARLES RIVINGTON. 


Mr. Charles Rivington, solicitor, of 1, Fenchurch-baild- 


| ings, died very suddenly at his residence at Denmirk-hill, 


on the 4th inst., in his seventieth year. ‘he dec-ased was 
the son of the late Mr. Henry Rivington, solicitor, and was 
born in 1807. He was admiit-d a solicitor in 1828, and 
shortly afterwards succeeded to his father’s practice. 
He was a commissioner for affidavits in all the 
divisions of the High Court, and a perpetual commis 
sioner for London, Westminster, and Middlesex. He 
had a good private practice, and he was ward clerk for 
the wards of Lime-street and Aldgate. He had also been for 
several years vestry clerk of the parishes of St. Andrew 
Undershaft, St. Ktharine Cree, and St. Katharine Cole- 
man, and a short time ago his son and partner, Mr. Charles 
Robert Rivington (who was admitted a solicitor in 1869), 
was associated with him in these offices. On his father’s 
death Mr. Rivington became clerk to the Stationers’ Com- 
pany. He took a very warm interest in the affiirs of that 
body ; on his resignation of the clerkship he was elected 
one of the court assistants, and after serving several inter- 
mediate offices, he had only lately been elected master of 
the company for the current year. As recently as the 
Saturday before his death he had presided at the distribution 
of prizes for the Stationers’ School. 








** Lex” writes to the Zimes:—‘‘ The fact is that the Judi- 
cature Act has largely increased the volume of litization. 
Tt has made the entry into law cheap and simp'e, and, 
‘being in,’ it is the tendency of every litigant to ‘bear it 
that the opposed may beware of’ him. But while the mass 
of litigation is largely increased, the process of actual trial 
or hearing has in the most important division of the court— 
the chancery—been rendered much more slow, and, I fear, 
not more sure, by the introduction of oral evidence. Thus 
the judges of that division, while having more work thrown 
on them, are at the same time rendered less able to cope 
with that which they have. At the same time the increase 
of litigation has increased the duties of the common law 
divisions. Thus each division is overburdened, the chan- 
cery doubly so. And yetin the latter the number of judges 
—four as against the common law eighteen—remains unal- 
tered. The judges may, in November, decide the point of 
practice as they see fit, but neither they nor any other 
human power can render four men capable of doing the 
work of six or seven. The plain and simple fact is that 
things are at a dead-lock and will remain so unless and 
until the judicial staff in chancery is increased, Six ae 
seven judges—t.e., two or three additional judges—at the 
least are required to meet the pressure on that divi- 
sion, 
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Legal News. 


Mr. Justice Phear has resigned his seat as a judge of the 
High Court at Calcutta, after holding the offize for twelve 
years. He was callei to the bar at the Inner Temple ia 
Hilary Term, 1854, and formerly practised on the Norfolk 
Cireuit. 

Lord Redesdale has given notice of his intention to move 
that, until the House do make further orders in accordance 
with the report of the Select Committee on Parliamentary 
Agency, certain rules be observed by the officers of the House 
and by all parliamentary agents and solicitors engaged in 
prosecuting proceedings in the House of Lords upon any 
petition or Bill; and the Lord President will move that the 
chairman of committees be authorized to enforce all the 
reles and orders of the House in relation to the conduct of 
the private business of the Hous», and to the agents and 
solicitors engaged in prosecuting the same during any pro- 
rogation of Parliament. 


On Monday last, in the House of Commons, in reply to 
Sir G. Bowyer, Sir C. Adderley said that the legal 
arrangements which have been made at the Board of Trade 
consist in the appointment of a solicitor to the Board of 
‘Trade, and his staff is in course of formation. The only 
description of ‘Board of Trade legal business which will 
continue to be done by the svlicitor to the Customs as 
heretofore is that portion of the business relating to the 
registry of ships which is transacted through the officers 
of Customs at the outports and in London, and which has 
not yet been transferred by statute to the Board of Trade. 


A petition was presented by Mr. Marten, QC., M.P., to 
the House of Commons on Monday from the Society for Pro- 
moting the Amendment of the Law, stating that it is pro- 
posed to transfer three jadges from the common law divi- 
sions of the High Court to the Court of Appeal, and to aban- 
don the fluctuating element of that court preserved, in anal- 
ogy to the Court of Exchequer Chamber, by the Judicature 
Act, 1875; that the desired end would be equally attained 
by the transfer of two of such judges to that court; and 
that the presence there of a fourth ordinary judge taken 
from the common law bar is not necessary for the efficiency 
of the court, and not sufficient to enable it to form two 
effective divisions without the assistance either of the 
Lord Chancellor or of the Master of the Rolls, and that if 
the third judge proposed to be taken from the common 
law divisions were transferred to the Chancery Division, 
instead of to the Court of Appeal, such transfer would go 
far to remove the evil complained of. 


The Central Law Journal says that an application was 
recently made in the New York Supreme Court by the 
Society for the Reformation of Juvenile Delinquents 
(which is, under a special Act, entitled to all theatrical, 
&c., licence fees), to compel Mrs. Annie Eva Fay, who 
advertises séances as a spiritual medium, to take out a 
juggler’s licence. Mrs. Fay replied with affidavits con- 
troverting those of the complainants, and asserting that 
there was no human agency in the manifestations. The 
plaintiffs represented Mrs. Fay to be & professional juggler. 
Jadge Donohue last week rendered a decision in the 
matter. Heeays: ‘‘ While the court should be carefal in 
any attempt to restrain parties claiming to be in pursuit 
of knowledge or the exercise of religious rules, the court 
should be equal'y careful not to permit the mere name of 
medium to sustain an exhibition that the statute contem- 
plates should pay a licence. It seems to me, after careful 
consideration of the case, that the defendant comes withio 
the statute, and must be restrained.” 


At an adjourned inquest before Mr. Payne a singular 
difficulty arose. After the adjournment the required wit- 
nesses and others were forthcoming, but Mr. Oxenham, 
the foreman, was missing. It was ascertained that he bad 
been convicted and was awaiting his sentence for stealing 
a bill of exchange. Unfortunately, only 11 jurymen were 
left, and another adjournment was therefore necessary to 
endeavour to procure the attendance of the foreman by a 
habeas corpus. On Thursday the coroner stated that he 
found himself in = very peculiar difficulty, as be was 
unable to get Mr. Oxevham there. An inquest was illegal 
unless twelve men sat upon it. He could not swear in 





another man in Mr. Oxenham’s place because the body 4 
had been buried. Had this not happened he would hay 
sworn another man. Kaoowing from evidence that he had, 
although he conld not call it, that there was no suspicion 
of foul play, there was no pretext for exhuming the 
body. He therefore wrote to Mr. Cross asking for an ordgy 
upon which Mr. Oxenham might be brought up, so tha 
the inquiry might be concluded. In reply, he received g 
letter from the Home Secretary stating that he had no 
power to make the required order. He was now, there. 
fore, perfectly powerless in the matter. He did not know 
of any such case. He donbted, if he could have got Mr 
Oxenham there, whether he would have been & good and 
lawful man within the meaning of the statute. As the 
Home Secretary could not assist them, nothing could be 
done, and therefore, thanking the gentlemen of the j 
for the kind attention they had given him, he had no al. 
ternative but to discharge them. 








Leqislatian of the Week. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Aug. 3.—Gas Licut anp Coxg Company. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Winter Assizzs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
ParocuiAL Recorps. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
PoLtuvuTIoNn or Rivers. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Aug. 7.—Cartrie Diszase (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Savines Banxs (Barrister). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Supgrannvuation (UNHEALTHY CLIMATES). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Bisuorpric or Truro. 
This Bill was read a second time, 
Juries Procepurs (Irguanp). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Poor Law Ratine (Inevanp). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Erne Loven anp River. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Arpotass Harpovur. 
This Bill was read a second time, 
Winter Assizzs, 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
ELementTary Epvucartion. 
This Bill was read a first time. 


Pot.vution or Rivers. 
This Bill was read a first time. 


Aug. 8.—Mezrtroronitan Boarp or Works (Loays).. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Exuavstep Parisu Lanps. 
This Bill passed through committee. 

Traree Savincs Bank. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Carrie Diszase (IneLanp). 
This Bill passed through committee. 

Savines Banxs (Barrister). 
This Bill passed through committee. 

Surzrannuation (UNwEALTHY CLIMATES). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Bisuornric or Truro, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Poor Law Ratine (Ireuanp). 

This Bill was read a third time and passed, 


Exementary Epvcation, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
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Aug. 9.—Ernz Loven anp River. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


ArpcLass Harpour. 
Thie Bill passed through committee. 


Merropouiran Boarp or Works (Loans), 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Travez Savines Ban«. 
This Bill passed through committes. 


Savines Banxs (Barrister). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


SupeRANNUATION (UNHEALTHY CLIMATES), 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Bisnorric or Truro, 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Juries Procepure ([Reanp). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Aug. 3.—E.ementary Epvcation. 

The Marquis of Hartineton moved ‘That, in the 
opinion of this House, principles have been introduced into 
the Bi'l sinc: is second reading which were not then either 
mentioned to or cont+mplated by the Hous2, which tend to 
disturb the basis on which elementary education now rests, 
to impede the formation of new szhools, to introduce dis- 
cord und confusion into the e'ection of School Boards, and 
to place the management of schools in the hands of persons 
who nei‘ her contribute to their support nor are elected by the 
ratepayers.”’—On a division the motion was rejected by 
282 to 120. 

Lord Sanpon moved to insert a new clause pr viding that 
registrars of births and deaths shall, when required, make 
returns to the School Board.—The clause was agreei to and 
added to the Bill. 

Lord SANDON moved to insert a new clause giving to the 
offiver of the local authority power, when authorized to do 
80 by a justice 0’ the piace, to enter places of employment 
where he thonght the Act was not being carried out.—This 
clause was agreed to an’ added to the Bill. 

Mr. M‘Laren moved, page 20, after clause 48, to insert 
the following clause:—“In the application of this Act to 
Scotlind the following provision shall have effect; the 
words ‘so much of saction 97 of the Elementary Education 
Act, 1870, as enacts,’ shall be constraed as if the words were 
‘the Education (Scotland) Act, 1872, and the parliamentary 
—~ ‘made under the same, by minutes of the Scotch 

ducation Department in force for the time as enact ;’ and 
that clause 47, as thus varied and interpreted, shall apply 
to Scotland.”—The cl:use was read a second time and 
added to the Bill. 

Mr. Boorp moved the following clanse:—“ No leg: pro- 
ceedings fur non-attendance, or irregular attendance at 
school, shall be commenced in a court of summary jurisdic. 
tion by any person appointed to carry out the compulsory 
bye-laws of a Scho l Board or local authority, except by the 
direction of not less than two members of a School Board, 
school attendance committee, or local committee, who shall 
have previously inve-tigated the circumstances under which 
it 18 prop: sed to take such action.”—Lord SANDON said it 
would be necessary to insert the word “or” before “ school 
attendance committee,” and then let the clause stop there.— 
The cl-use, amended as sugges:ed, was agreed to and added 
to the Bill, 

Mr. SHaw-Lerevre proposed a clause providing for the 
Preparation of annoal accounts of receipts and expendi- 
ture by the managers of schools in receipt of the parlia- 
mentary grant, and that such accounts should be open to 
public inspection.—On a division the clause was rejected 
by 82 to 67. 

Mr. Reap moved in clause § to insert words enabling a 
child to go to work at the age of nine and a half if it had 
completed the number of echool attendances, and obtained 
& certificate, fixed by standard four of the Code of 1876, 
—The amendment was withdrawn,—An amend ment, pro- 
posed by Lord F. Cavenpisn, to the effect that the excuse 
with respect to attendance contained in the olause shoald 
not be made to apply to canal children, was, after an as- 








surance from Mr. Cross that the condition of those 
children woald be dealt with next year, withdrawn. 

Lord R. Montacu moved to insert the following new 
clause :—“ If the parent of any child who is resident in 
the district of a School Board is unable, by reason of 
poverty, to pay the fees of such child at a public elemen- 
tary school, or any part of such fee, and if the Schook 
Board fails to make regulations, under clauses 25 and 74 
of the Elementary Education Act of 1870, for the payment 
of the same, it shall be the duty of the guardians, if 
satisfied of such inability, to pay the same in accordance 
with the provisions of this section.”’ 

The debate was adjourned. 


Aug. 4.—Enementary Epvucartion. 

The adjourned debate on the further consideration of this 
Bill, as amended was resumed. 

Lerd R. MontaGu withdrew his amendment,— Mr. Forster 
moved an amendment making it clearer that the amend- 
ment does not apply to pauper children, which was agreed to 
without a division. 

Lord Sanpox moved in clause 14, page 6, line 10, the 
omission of the words, ‘‘ not being resident in the district 
of a School Board.’’—On a division the amendment was 
carried by 175 to 77.—Mr. Fawcerr moved to amend 
clause 14 in relation to the payment of the fee by the 
guardians by omitting the words ‘* it shall be the duty of,” 
in order to insert wo'ds providing that the guardians may 
pay it if they think fit—On a division the amendment was 
rejected by 176 to 72.—Mr. Bristow proposed the inser- 
tion of word: to provide that the payment of school fees by 
boards of guardians should be subject to regulitions ap- 

roved from time to time by the Education Departmeat.— 

he amendment was withdrawn.—Mr. Ramsay proposed the 
insertion of words which would have the effec. of depriving 
persons whose children were educated by means of grants 
from Boards of the power to vote in elections.—Oa a 
division the amendment was rejected by 159 to 42.— 
Mr. W. KE. Forster proposed to add to clause 14 the 
words, ‘The 25th section of the Elementary Education 
Act, 1870, is hereby repealed.”—The amendment was 
agreed to, and the words for the repeal of section 25 in 
the Act of 1870 were then added to the clause. 

Lord SanpoNn moved, in clause 15, to insert a better 
definition of a day industrial school as follows :—‘*A 
school in which indastrial training, elementary education, 
and one or more meals a day, bat aot lodging, are pro-- 
vided for the childrev.”—The amendment was agreed to. 
—On clause 15, Lord Sanpon moved to amend the clause 
by inserting words giving the Secretary of State power 
to make and to revoke and vary the forms of orders for 
sending children to day industrial schools, and if he should 
be of opinion that from a change of circumstances a day 
industrial school had ceased to be necessary in the neigh- 
bourhood, to withdraw the certificate of the school.—The 
amendment was agreed to, as was also another proposed by 
Lord SANDON on clause 16, to leave out the words “shall 
conform to the standards,” and insert ‘* to be recommended 
by the Secretary of State shall provide for the examina- 
tion of the children according to the standards of pro- 
ficiency.” 

Lord SANDON moved an amendment in clause 25, with 
regard to the time at which a motion might be made for 
the dissolution of a School Board. He proposed that “ six"’ 
months before the date of the election should be substi- 
tuted for “three” months, as the maximum limit.—The 
amendment was agreed to. 

The remaining amendments were agreed to. 


Po.ivution oF Rivers. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Locat Government Provisional Orpgrs (BraMincHan). 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Prisons, 

This Bill was committed pro formé, and certain amend- 
ments were introduced into it ia accordance with the in- 
timation which was made on the part of the Government 
a few days ago. 

Exrrrine Laws Continvance. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Quen Annz’s Bounty. 

This Bill was read a second time. 





810 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Aug. 12, 1876, 








Aug 5.—Etementary Epvcarion, 
On a division this Bill was read a third time by 119 to 
46, and was passed. 


Surz Canat SHARES. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Tramways (Irevanp) Acts AMENDMENT (DvuBLIN). 
This Bill went through committee. 


CuatrMan or Quarter Sessions (IRELAND). 
The Sonicrror-Generat for IneLann introduced a Bill 
to amend the law relating to the jurisdiction of chairmen 
ef quarter sessions in Ireland. 


Aug. 7.—APPELLATE JURISDICTION. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 6, Mr. Serjeant Station moved in page 2, line 
33, to omit all the words after “shall” down to ‘ longer ” 
in the following line, the effact of the amendment being 
that a peer once created a lord of appeal should still re- 
main entitled to sit and vote in the House of Lords even 
thongh he had ceased to act as lord of appeal. —On a divi- 
sion the amendment was negatived by 107 to 30.—Mr. 
Beresrorp Hope (in the absence of Mr. Heygate) moved 
an amendment to the effect that nothing in the Order of 
Council of the 20ch of February, 1627, or in any other 
Order in Council, rale, or practice of the Privy Council, or 
of the Judicial Committee, should for the future be con- 
strued to prevent any member or members of the Judicial 
Committee, when sitting at the hearing of any appeal or 
petition, from delivering his or their separate opinion or 
judgment as to the report which should be made to her 
Majesty upon the said appeal or petition.—The amendment 
was negatived. . 

On clause 7 Mr. Watkin Witttams said that an 
amendment would be necessary in order to enable lords of 
appeal who might be appointed after the prorogation and 
before the next sitting of Parliament to be able to take 
their seats and be sworn in. He therefore proposed after 
the word “ therewith,” clause 7, page 3, line 32, to insert 
“and for the purpose of lords of appeal taking their seats 
and the oaths.”—The amendment was agreed to.—Clause 
7, a8 amended, was then ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

On clause 8, Sir G. Bowyer said that the clause 
authorized the Lords of Appeal to sit during a dissolution. 
He moved the substitution of the words ‘‘ House of 
Lords” for Lords of Appeal.—The amendment was with- 
drawn.—Mr. Carter moved the rejection of the clause. 
—The amendment was negatived. 

Clauses 10 and 11 (as amended) were added to the Bill. 
—Mr. Beresrorp Horg moved the omission of the words 
which allow archbishops and bishops to act as assessors in 
ecclesiastical cases. —On a division the nambers were 
equal, bat the Cuarrwan said that, as the House would 
have an opportunity of again considering the question, he 
would give his vote against the amendment. 

Clause 14 was omitted from the Bill. 

Clauses 15 to 17, inclusive, were agreed to, and progress 
was reported. 

Poor Law AMENDMENT. 
The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were agreed to. 

Porics Expenses Act (ConTINUANCE). 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Commons. 
The Lords’ amendments on this Bill were agreed to. 
Prisons (IRELAND). 

This Bill was withdrawn. 

Queen Anne's Bounty. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Tramways (IneLAND) Acts AMENDMENT (DuBLIN). 

This Bill was read a third time. 


Forrerrure Rewer. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Parocutat Recorps, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Companies Acts (1862 anp 1867) AMENDMENT. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, but pro- 
gress was immediately reported. 


Monicrpat Priviteces (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time. 





—$———3 
LeGaL PRAcTITIONERS. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, but pro. 
gress was immediately reported. 


Aug. 8.—Consotipatep Funp (APPROPRIATION), 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Svxrz Canat Suares, 
This Bill passed through committees, 


War Department, &¢. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


APPELLATE JURISDICTION. 

The House went into committee on this Bill, and pro. 
ceeded to consider the new clauses proposed by the 
Attorney-General in page 6, after line 5.—Mr. Cuariey 
moved to leave out, in lines 11, 12, and 13, ‘‘and the 
vacancies so created in the High Court of Justice shall not 
be filled up, except in the event and to the extent herein. 
after mentioned,” —The CuareMan, in putting the question, 
observed that Mr. Gregory had an amendment to propose in 
line 11, which must precede that of the hon. and learned 
member for Salford.—Mr. Grecory proposed to leave it 
optional to take the judges for the Court of Apvpeil from the 
High Court, instead of making it compulsory, by substitut- 
ing the word “ may ”’ for the word “ shall,”’ 

‘The amendments were withdrawn. 

The ArroRNrEyY-GENERAL moved a clause to the effect 
that every action in the High Court of Justice should * ag 
far as is practicable and convenient” be heard and dis. 
posed of by a single judge, and that all proceedings sub- 
sequent to the hearing or trial, and down to and including 
the final judgment or order, always excepting proceedings 
on appeal, should be ‘‘as far as is practicable and con- 
venient ” be had and taken before the judge before whom 
the trial or hearing of the action occarred.—Mr. GreGory 
proposed to amend the clause by omitting the words ‘‘as 
far asis practicable and convenient.’’—After some con- 
versation the amendment was negatived, 

Mr. Warkin WittrAms moved that the clause which 
provided that the Lord Chancellor and the other judges 
should frame the rules and orders under the Bill should be 
amended, so as to delegate that duty to the Lord Chan- 
cellor and a smaller number of the judges than the en- 
tire body.—Mr. Wuatury supported the clause.—The 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL gaid he had carefully considered the 
amendment of his hon. and learned friend the member for 
Denbigh, and he must say he considered it an improve- 
ment,—The clause, as amendod, was added to the Bill. 

The ArrorneY-GENERAL proposed a new clause to give 
power in certain events to fill vacancies occasioned in the 
High Court of Justice by the removal of judges to the 
Court of Appeal.—Tbe clause was added to the Bill. 

The ArrorNEY-GgeNERAL next proposed a clause for the 
appointment of assessors to the Judicial Committee.—The 
clause was agreed to, as was also a clause extending the 
time for arrangements to be made by the Lord Chancellor 
under the Act of 1873 in the case of vacancies occurring. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL proposed a clause enabling dis. 
trict registrars to appoint deputies.—Ona a division the 
clause was carried by 68 to 42.—The clause was then 
amended by the insertion of words providing that in each 
case the appointment of a deputy by the registrar should 
be with the approval of the Lord Chancellor, and limiting 
all such appointments to three months.—As thus amended 
the clause was added to the Bill. 

Other new clauses were added to the Bill, which passed 
through committee. 


Locat GovernMENT Boarps ProvistonaL OrpErs Con- 
PIRMATION (ARTISANS’ AND Lazourgrs’ Dws.uings). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Crossep CHEQUES. 
This Bill, as amended, was considered. 


Brizitz0R0vGH, Bramincuam, AND Batu ProvisIonaL 
Orpers CoNFIRMATION. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Companies Acts (1862 anv 1867) AmenDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Leoat Practirioners, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
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Exxcrions. 

The AtroRNeY-GENERAL introduced a Bill to consolidate 

law relating to election petitions, and the 


end the 
ham d prevention of corrupt practices at parlia- 


inquiry into an 
mentary elections. 
Aug. 9.—APPELLATE JURISDICTION. 

This Bill, as amended, was considered. é 

Mr. Morcan Luoyp moved a new clause to provide that 
« jn any cause tried at the assizes, an application for a new 
trial, or to set aside the verdict or judgment, or to enter 
any other verlict or judgment, may be made within the 
first four days of the sittings of the High Court of Justice 
in Middlesex next after the trial.’’—The clause was with- 


oor C. 0’LoGHLEN moved an amendment to provide that 

what was done by the Lords of Appeal should be done “‘ in 

the name of the House of Lords.”—The amendment was 
ed to. 

Mr. BeresForp Hore moved the omission from the 13th 
clause of the words relating to the appointment of episcopal 
assessors of the Judicial Committee, contending that the 
court ought to be a lay court and deal only with questions 
of law, and that it ought to be left a tribunal of the same 
character as ws constituted under the Public Worship Reg- 
ulation Act.—On a division the amendment was rejected 


. by 55 to 42. 


The clause increasing the allowance to retired Indian and 
colonial judges attending the Privy Council was negatived. 
The Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Cruetty To ANIMALS. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Norwicn anD Boston (Corrurr Vorers). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


CuarrMan’s JurispictTion (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Untversity Epucation (IrELAnp). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Parocutat Recorps. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Compantas Acts (1862 anp 1867) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Suez Canat SHAREs. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Le@at PRrActitrionErRs. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Bow-street Poxtce-court (Sire). 
This Bill passed through committee, 


Supreme Court or Jupicaturs (IreLanp) 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Prisons. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


= — 


Caurts. 


LIVERPOOL ASSIZES. 
(Before Linptry, J.) 
Aug. 9.— Redmayne v. Vaughan, 
Trial of chancery action at assizes. 

This was an action brought in the Liverpool district 
registry and marked for the Chancery Division—Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon—for dissolution of partnership in a 
brewing firm of Redmayne & Vaughan at Ormskirk. The 
plaintiff claimed in his statement of claim to have the 
action tried at the Liverpool Assizes, and Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon, when the pleadings were closed, made an order to 
that effect [see ante, p. 774]. The associate doubted 








whether he should enter chancery cases for trial, but Mr. 
Baron Bramwell, on being applied to on circuit, directed 
him to de so. The case accordingly now came on for 
hearing. 


J. B. Aspinall, Q.C., and Potter, for the defendant. 

By agreement a jury was dispensed with. 

The plaintiff and another witness were examined on his 
behalf, and Mr. Greenway, the defendant's solicitor, gave 
evidence on behalf of the defendant as to what passed at 
@ particular interview. 

Lrinptey, J., decreed a dissolution of the firm as prayed ; 
receiver to be continued ; that the accounts should be 
referred to the district registrar, with a direction to 
debit the defendant with £1,600 capital, which he should 
have contributed, but did not. His lordship also gave 
several subsidiary directions as to dealing with certain 
assets of the late firm, and condemned the defendant in 
the costs of the special defence set up by him. Liberty 


for either party to apply. 








Haw Students’ Sournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
MicuaeLMAs Course oF Lecrcres, 1876. 
Days and Hours appointed for the Delivery of the Public 
Lectures by the Professors. 
Constitutional Law and Legal History: Lectures delivered 
and classes held in the Middle Temple Hal!.—11 a.m. Tues- 
days and Thursdays ; first lecture, November 2. 
Equity: Lectures delivered in the room under the 
Library at Lincoln’s-inn Hall—4.15 p.m. Wednesdays and 
Fridays ; first lecture, November 3. 
The Law of Real and Personal Property : Lectures de- 
livered in Gray’s-inn Hall.—4.15 p.m. Tuesdays and 
Saturdays ; first lecture, November 4. 
The Common Law: Lectures delivered in the Inner 
Temple Hall.—4.15 p.m. Mondays and Thursdays ; first 
lecture, November 2. 


PROSPECTUS OF THE LECTURES OF THE 
PROFESSORS, 

The Professor of Jurisprudence and Roman Civil Law 
will during the ensuing educational term deliver twelve 
public lectures on Constitutional Law and Legal History. 

The course will commence on Thursday, November 2, at 
11 a.m., and will be continued on Tuesdays and Thursdays 
at the same hour. 

Four lectures will be given to the private class, to com- 
mence on Tuesday, November 7, and to be continued on the 
three following Tuesdays, at 12 o'clock. 


Equity. 

The Professor of Equity will, during the ensuing educa- 
tional term, continue his public lectures upon the origin, 
nature, principles, and application of equity, commencing 
with ‘‘ Specific Performance.” 

There will be fourteen lectures during the ensuing edu- 
cational term, to commence on Friday, November 3, 1876, 
at 4.15 p.m., and to continue at the same hour on Wednes 
days and Fridays during the term. 


Law or Rea AnD Personat Properry. 

The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Prop- 
erty will deliver, daring the ensuing educational term, 
twelve public lectures on the subject of Settlements. 

First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Satur- 
day, November 4, 1876, at 3.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Saturdays 
at 3.15 p.m., and on Thursdays at 4.15 p.m. 





Common Law. 
The Professor of Common Law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, twelve public lectures on 


Criminal Law. 
First lecture on this subject will be delivered on Thurs- 


day, November 2, 1876, at 4.15 p.m, 
The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Mondays 


and Thursdays at the same hour. 


Note.—In December next there will be four examina- 





W. C. Cully and R. Neville (of the chancery bar), were 
for the plain. ¢ 7 ee 


tions, one in the subject of the lectures given by each 
professor, open (subject as hereinafter mentioned) to all 
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students who have daring the year attended the lectures 
of any of the professors, but no student will be admitted 
to the examination in the subjects of the lectures of any 
professor unless he shall have attended at least two-thirds 
of the lectares given during the year by such professor. 
No student will be admitted to more than two examina- 
tions ; and no student who shall have obtained a stadent- 
ship will be admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, ou the 
recommendation of the committee, be given (that is to 
say) :— 

To the students who shall have passed the best examina- 
tion in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first 
prize, £50 ; second prize, £25; third prize, £15; fourth 
prize, £10; and a firat and second prize of £70 and £30 
respectively to the students who obtain the greatest aggre- 
gate number of marks in the examination in the subjects 
of the lectures given by any two of the professors. 

No student will be entitled to more than one prize, but 
a student will receive the prize of the highest value to 
which he shall appear to be entitled, 

The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of 
the above prizes to be awarded if the result of the exami- 
nation be such as, in their opinion, will not justify such 
recommendation. 

Any further information required by students may be 
obtained on application to the clerk of the council, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-ball. 





Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Norice. 

During the vacation until further notice :—All applica- 
tions which are of an urgent nature are to be made to the 
Hon. Sir William Ventria Field, one of the justices of the 
High Court of Justice. 

Mr. Justice Field will sit in the court of the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Ricbard Malins, at Lincoln’s-ino, at eleven 
a.m. on Tuesday in every week till further notice, for the 
purpose of hearing such applications, 

The necessary papers relating to every such application 
are to be left with, or addressed (ander cever) to, Mr. 
Gloster, at the registrars’ office, Chancery-lane, before 
one o’clock on the Friday previous to the day on which the 
application is intended to be made. 

Applications for leave to give notice of motion may be 
made to the chief clerk at the chambers of the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Richard Malins. 

No case will be placed upon the paper unless notice has 
been previously given at the registrars’ office. 

In any case of great urgency the brief of counsel is to 
be sent to Mr. Justice Field by took post or parcel, pre- 
paid, accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in sup- 
port of the application, and also by a minute, on a 
separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order 
he may consider the applicant entitled to, and an envelope 
capable of receiving the papers, and addressed as follows: 
—‘ Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar ia Vaea- 
ee Chancery Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, Loudon, 

” 


On applications for injanctions or writs of ne exeat regno, 
in addition to the above, there must also be sent a copy of 
the writ and a certificate of writ issued. 

The papers sent to Mr. Justice Field will be returned to 
the registrar. 

Mr. Jastice Field’s address can be obtained on applica- 
tion at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Malins, 3, Stone-buildinge, Lincoln’s-inn. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins 
will be open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday in every week, from eleven to one o'clock, 
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THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE Iy 
SWEDEN. 


II. 


In ordinary civil actions the procedure is very simple, 
The parsuer applies to the jadge, who issues a summons, 
which must state the name of the pursuer, the nature of 
the claim, the day when the defender must appear, and 
the place where he must make his answer, under certifigg. 
tion that if he do not appear the case will be decided jg 
his absence. The pursuer must give intimation to the de. 
fender by delivering to him the summons, or in some caseg 
@ copy of it, in the presence of two credible witunesaes; 
one witness is sufficient where the defender gives an 
acknowledgment that he has received the summons, 
Personal intimation may be made everywhere except in 
church. Where, however, a parish is called as a defender, 
intimation is made from the pulpit of the parish church on 
some Sunday in the course of the service. Waere the de. 
fender is resident within the same district, the pursuer 
must give him intimation within a certain period, varying 
with the distance of the defender from the court, and if 
intimation is not made within the legal time, the summons 
falls. Where the defender is absent from Sweden, intime- 
tion is made by affixing a copy of the summons to the door 
of the court-house. On the appointed day, both par- 
ties must appear in court, unless they can allege some 
valid excuse, such as illness, employment on official busi- 
ness, or @ prior summons to another court, in which oase 
the cause is postponed to the next assizes. If no excase 
is given in, the parties are fined ; and if the pursuer be 
the defaulter, he is found liable to the defender in the ex- 
pense occasioned by his absence. Where the defender 
does not appear after proof of intimation, the judge hears 
the case, and pronounces judgment, if he think the pursaer 
has a jast claim. The jadgment mast be intimated by the 
pursuer to the defender, who may then appeal to the 
Hofratt, where he may be allowed to lead evidence, if the 
court think it necessary. If he do not appeal within the 
time fixed for appealing (which is mentioned in the 
jadgment), his only resource ia to bring an action to have 
the judgment set aside ; but in the meantime the pursuer 
may proceed with the execution of his decres, provided he 
give soffivient seourity for the repayment of the money if 
the decree be afterwards recalled. If the parties both 
appear, the jurisdiction of the judge may be decliued oa 
any of the following grounds, viz., if he be related to either 
of the parties within the prohibited degrees, or 
if he be at oper enmity with either of them, or if he 
or his near relatives have any interest in the suit, 
or msy expect to derive advantage, or to sustain 
injary directly or indirectly from the result of the liti- 
gation, or if he have been jadge in the same cauve 
in another court, or have been mandatory or wituess, 
or have, in short, been in any way concerned with the pre- 
vious stages of the dispute, or if he have himself a like 
suit waiting for decision, A party who wrongfully chal- 
lenges a judge is fined; but if the challenge be sustained 
@ substitute is appointed by the Hofritt, at the cost, in the 
first instance, of the parsuer, who, however, recovers the 
amount disbursed by him from the defender in the event 
of success, 

The case then proceeds. In questions of small value 
the parties are heard orally ; in more important causes 
one written statement is allowed on each side, setting 
forth shortly, and without ambignity, the grounds of 
action and the defence. If the parties desire it, or if the 
jadge think it expedient, a day is fixed for the debating 
the question or the leading of proof. In the latter case 
the judge indicates to the parties the nature of the evidence 
which he will expect them to adduce; but before proof is 
led objections to the jurisdiction of the court must be diz- 
posed of. Asa general rule a defender can only be sum- 
moned to answer in the court within whose jurisdiotion he 
resides, but several exceptions are made to this rule. In 
the firet place, if a party have raised an action in auother 
district from that in which he resides, he must anewer io 
any counter-action which is brought against him there by 
his antagonist. Questions of succession, or of the 
interpretation of wills, or claims for money due by @ 
deceased debtor, must be tried in the court to whose juris- 
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=n he was subject, and his heirs are cited to 
that court, even although they live elsewhere. In dis- 
tes between buyer and seller, the court. within whose 
‘arisdiction the bargain was made can summon a party to 
seat who is not resident within the district. In this 
one, however, the defender must be cited while within 
the ‘district. Questions affecting land are tried in the 
eourt within whose district the lands lie, and if they’ 
atretch over more than one district, then the court to 


which the priveipal estate or house is subject has jaris-. |, 


diction. Where several parties have granted a joint and 
geveral obligation, the creditor sues whichever of the 
debtors he pleases, at the place of that debtor's residence ; 
bat if the obligation be joint, and the validity of the docu- 
ment, or the amount due by each be disputed, the creditor 
oan sue them all in the court to which any one of them is 
subject. Partners of a company are sued where the 
partnership has its domicile. Matrimonial causes, again, 
are tried in the court of the district where the woman re- 
sides, but she has the option of suing the man in the court 
of his ordinary domicile. To this rule, however, there is 
an exception, that actions founded on desertion are tried 
where the iunocent spouse resides. Jurisdiction canno 

be given by consent of parties, but the King may 
grant permission on the application of the parties to any 
judge to try the case. 

The defender, again, may object that the dispute is one 
of a class which is appropriated to another court; and 
this exception must also be at once disposed of. Generally 
the courts of first instance have jurisdiction in all 
cases except the following, which have been appropriated 
tothe courts of appeal. In civil cases the exceptions are 
actions affecting the title of estates belonging to noble- 
men, or in regard to their wills, or the curatory of their 
children and heirs, if they too are noble, and also im- 
portant actions against noblemen. Members of the uni- 
versities and foreign noblemen have the same privileges. 
To Svea Hofraétt are appropriated actions against the 
State Bank, and claims for reward for discovering forged 
notes. In criminal matters the courts of appeal are alone 
competert to entertain charges of high treason against 
the King or the country, of holding communications with 
the enemy, of attempts on the life of the King or Royal 
family, as well as all charges of breach of duty against 
inferior judges or subordinate officials. Blasphemy against 
God is punished by the conrts of appeal on the report of a 
Hiaradsbéfding, while no capital sentence can be executed 
until it has been confirmed by the Hofriitt within whose 
jurisdiction the case has been tried. All exceptions such 
as those which have been referred to, must be stated by 
the defender at the outset of the case, and if he be found 
to have stated and insisted on them for the mere purpose 
of causing delay he is subjected to a fine proportioned to 
the importance of the case. While the law is thus strict 
in regard to unnecessary delay, ample facilities are given 
to any litigant who bond jiie desires more time for the 
preparation of his case. 

When the day of trial has arrived, the parties must ap- 
pear with documentary evidence, or the witnesses whom 
they propose to examine, and if the witnesses will not come 
voluntarily, the court issues summonses to compel their at- 
tendance, under the penalty of fine or imprisonment. As 
in some other continental countries, merchants are obliged to 
keep business hooks with accuracy, and in the case of bank- 
re are liable to penalties if it be found that they have 
failed 8» to do, The evidence afforded by regularly kept busi- 


ness books, as required hy law, is considered of great weight, 


and in many cases is of itself deci-ive, Where witnesses are 
adduced, they are examined by the judge, who makes a 
note of the import of their evidence, and before they leave 
the court fixes the amount of remuneration which they are 
to receive. The evidence of two concurring witnesses is 
Tequired ; if only ona is adduced, that forms a semiplena 
prvva'to, and the mat'er may then be referred to the de‘end- 
ers cath. The parties muy also be required to take the 
oath of verity, but on y in the Hofritt. 

Daring the progress of the case a third party may appear, 
and claim to be heard on the ground that the decision of the 
question will aff-ct his interests. If he satisfies the judge 
that he is entitled to appear, the case is stayed to allow him 
to bring an action, which he must do before the next assizes. 

here the parties settle the case before the hearing or the 

‘Proof comes on, they must without delay inform the court, 





and in the event of their failure to do so both pursuer and 
defender are liable to a fine. 

Before pronouncing judgment the Hiiradshéfding may 
issue to the parties a written statement of the claim and 
the evidence, and require them to subscribe it, or state any 
objections to its accuracy. In the courts of appeal this 


: eonrse is usually followed, but in the courts of first instance 
the judge only draws up such a statement in cases which he 
; thinks of greater importance. 


“THis statement having been returned by .the parties, 
judgment is pronounced by the Hiaradshéfding in open court, 
and a written statement of it handed to the parties. The 
judgment must specify the time within which an appeal 
must be taken by the losing party. At the same time the 
judge may fix the cost payable to the successful suitor, or a 
— action may be brought to recover the amount. 

ere un appeal is taken, the Hiirad-héfding must at 
once make a note on the judgment to that effect, and appoint 
a day on which both parties must appear before the Hofratt. 
The appellant must find security for the costs and injury 
which may accrue to the respondent from theappeal. If no 
apneal is taken within the period fixed by the decree, the 
judgment is final. On the day which has been appointed 
by the Hiiradshéfding, the appellant must give in to the 
Hofratt a written statement of the grounds of his appeal, 
which the respondent is allowed to answer. The appeals 
are distributed by lot among the judges of the Hofritt, 
and a written report is drawn up by the judge, or assessor, 
to whom the appeal is remitted. This report is considered 
by one of the sections of the court, and judgment is pro- 
nounced. The deliberations of the Court of Appeal take 
place in private, and the parties are not heard orally upon 
the appeal. From the decisions of the Hofratt, an appeal 
lies, as has already been said, to the Hoégs'a Domstol, and 
the procedure followed is similar to that just described. 

In order to prevent the “law’s delays” being abused by 
litigants to their own advantage, fines are imposed on those 
who litigate merely for the purpose of placing obstacles in 
the way of the recovery of just debts, but, notwithstanding, 
these provisions form only a very partial check. 

In this account of the proceedings before Swedish courts 
of law, we bave assumed, as the Swedish law assumes, that 
all the steps are taken by the parties themselves. The strict 
enforcement of such a rule would of course in many cases 
lead to the denial of justice, and accordingly litigants are 
allowed to choose persons to represent them before the courts. 
A party may name his relation, his servant, or his friend as 
his representative in any lawsuit, and for that purpose must 
farnish him with a mandate, provided that the mandatory 
be a person of intelligence and of fair and respectable 
character. Generally speaking, also, he must be 
known to the judge, and obtain his permission to 
appear. Subject to these qualifications, any Swede 
may conduct a case on behalf of another; and ter- 
tain Crown officials, and those who hold university 
certificates, are entitled to act as mandatories without the 
special leave of the court. On the other hand, clergymen 
are not allowed to plead, except in questions concerning 
themselves, their wives, children, servaots, or glebe. No 
one can plead a case who has had to do with it as judge in 
another court, or who has held a mandate from the opposite 
side in the same case, or who is under curatory, or whose 
father, father-in-law, son or son-in-law, brother or brother- 
in-law, is judge in the case. No member of the court of 
appeal, or paid official in it, can hold a mandate before the 
court of appeal, or any of the inferior courts which are 
witbin its jurisdiction, except:for a near relation, or cousin- 
g:rman, or for his ward. No one can conduct a case for 
another unless he be named in open court, or produce a 
duly-sealed mandate from his prin ipal, in which the name 
of the conrt, the mandatory, and the suit are set forth. 
Without special authority a mandatory cannot compromise, 
throw up a case, or follow it to a bigher court, and those 
who have obtsined a general permission from any of the 
courts to conduct cases are bound to take any poor man's 
case which the judge may intrust to them. Even those, 
‘however, who regularly appear in the eourts on behalf of 
clients do not p-ssess the privileges either of counsel or 
agents, and are considered merely in the position of man- 
datories. . At the close of a suit the fee of the mandatory, if 
the principal desire it, is fixed by the court, which may also 
authorize the mandatory to retain bis principal's papers until 
payment. A mandatory is responsible tor the proper conduct 
of the case, and is liable to be sued if his principal suffer 
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through his fault or neglect. He is also liable to be fined 
for advising unfounded lawsuits, or conducting a case which 
he knew to be unjust. The increase of commerce has 
tended to give greater importance to those who practise in 
the courts, and at present the system is in a state of tran- 
sition between the older and simpler condition of things, 
and a more elaborate system suited to the complexity of 
modern life. 

There are many other peculiarities connected with the ad- 
ministration of justice in Sweden, such as the special protec- 
tion thrown over the press by the Constitution, which 
allows of jury trial in cases affecting the freedom of the 
press alone, and the provisions of the criminal law, which 
might have been brought within the scope of this paper. 
To have done so would, however, have required treatment 
at greater length than would have been of general in terest. 
—Neottish Journal of Jurisprudence. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


August 11, 1876. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 963 Annnitiss, April, °85, 9% 
Ditto for Account, Sept., 96 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408 
Do 3 per Cent. Rednced, 96: Ex Bills, £1000, 24 perCt.22 pm 
New 3 por Cent., 963 Ditto, £500, Do, 22 pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 22 pm, 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct. (last half-year), 253 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’80, 106 , Ditto,5$ per Cnt., May,’79, 87 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88, 104 April, ’64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 perC nt,,Aug.’73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.82 | Do. bonds,4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf. Pr,, 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Raiiways. 


Closing Prices 





Steck | Bristol and Exeter 
Stock} Caledoni 
S:ock|Giasgow and South-Western ... 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .., 
Stock}Great Northern 
Stock) Do., A Stock* conesecee 

Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,..... 
Stock/Great Western—Original 

Stoc:|Lancashire and Yorkshire .......ccsccsseceseseres 
Stock| London, Brighton, and South Coast, 

Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover,,...........000 
Stock|London and North-Western 
Stock] London and South Western 
Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .,,...s0+4. 
Stock! Metropolitan 
Stock} Do., District 
Stock! Midland 

Stock| North British 
Stock; North Eastern 
Stock) North London.,......0. 
Stock North Staffordshire .s0......essseseersesvesseesetee 
Stock South Devon 
Stock/South-Eastern 




































































*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money Market ann City INTELLIGENCE. 


The Bank return this week shows that the reser ve is 
still increasing, tke proportion to liabilities being now 
nearly 59 percent. In the foreign market Egyptian stocks 
are in demand, aud other stocks remain steady in price at 
about the same value as last week. Home railways, with 
the exception of Great Western, which are 2 down, are 
nearly all 1 per cent. higher. Consols close 96} to 96§ for 
money and account. , 

The directors of the Eastern Telegraph Company 
(Limited) invite subscriptions for the unallotted portion of 
£700,000 six per cent. preference shares of £10 each, at 
par. The debenture capital of the company amounts to 
£232,000, and the ordinary shares to nearly £3,700, 000. 
The preference dividends will be payable quarterly by 
warrants forwarded to the shareholders, and will not be 





contingent upon the profits of each year, but any 
ciency will be paid out of the revenue of subsequent youn 
The net revenue of the company for the year ending Sep. 
tember 30, 1875, after paying all charges and interest ra 
the debenture debt, was £242,761, and the dividends paid 
on the ordinary share capital since the formation of th 
company in 1872 have never been less than 5 per 

per annum. Holders of preference shares will be enti 

to attend all general meetings of the company, but net tp © 
vote thereat. 





BIRTH. 


Larinc—Aug. 2, at 8, Park-villas, Lower Norwood, the wife of 
Malcolm Laing, of Lincoln’s-ian, and 2, Plowden-building, 
Temple, of a son. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 

Farpay, Aug. 4, 1876. 

‘ LiwiTep In Caancerr. 

Great Australian Gold Mining Company, Linited.—V.C. Hall has. 
fixed Tuesday, Aug 15, at 12, at the chambers of V.C. Muilins, a 
the time aad place for the appointment of an o‘ficial liquidator, 

Great Mountain Silver Lead Mining’Company, Limited. —Creditors are 
required, on or before Aug 31, to send ther names and addresses, 
and the part'culars of their debts or claims, to John Henry Tilly, 
Victoria buildings, Queen Victoris st. Saturday, Ot 28, at 12, i 

appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debis and claims, 

Lavatories Company,Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Mains, dated 
July 25, it was ordered that the above company be wound gp, 
Rowley and Co, Great Winchester st buildings, petitioners, 

Manor Silkstone Coal Company, Limited.—By an ordor made by V.¢, 
Malins, dated July 25, it wasordere that the above company bp 
wound up. Cowdell and Co, Budge row, Cannon st, agen's for 
and Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyae, rolicitors for the petitioner, 

National Funds Assurance Company, Limited.—Thea M.R. has fixal 
Wednesday, Avg 16, at 12, at the chambers of V.C. Matins, as the 
tims and place for the appointment of an official liquidator, 

Northampton Coal, Iron,and Wagon Company, Limit:d.—By an order 
made by V.C. Malins, dated July 26, it was oriered thas th: volun 
tury winding up of the above company be eon'inued. Miller and 
Miller, Sherborne lane, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Pirsch Silverine Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an opder 
cated July 14, appointed William Henry Bond, Victoria buildings, 
Queen Victoria st, to be official liquidator, 

Sao Pedro Brazil Gas Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, 
presented Aug 1, directed to be heard before the M.R. on tne fint 
petition day in Michaelmas Sittings. Palmer aad Co, Trafalgar 
&q, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Tuespayr, Aug 8, 1876. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Bodmin Railway Company.—Cred'tors are required, on or before Ost 
1, to send their names aud addresses, and tne particulars of their 
debts or clsims, to Silvanus William Jensin, Liskeard, Cornwall, 
Tuesday, Nov 7, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjuticating npon 
the debts and claias. 


LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

British Guardian Life Assurance Company, Limited —V.0. Hall has, 
by an order dated July 10, appointed kdward Hart, Moorgate st, to 
be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Oct i, 0 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to the above. Wednesday, Nov 8, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the destsand claims, 

British Seaweed Company, Limited.—The M.R. bas, by an order dated 
June 12, re-appointed John Neilson Outhver.soa, Bath st, G aszow, 
and John Sawyer, Adelaide places, Lindoa bridse, to ba offiziai 
liquidators. 

Direct Irvn end Steel Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, by an order, 
dated July 10, appointed William Thomas Ogden, Austin friars, @ 
be official liquidator. 

Gefle Gas Company, Limited.—By an order male by V.C. Bacon, dated 
July 9, it was ordered that the above company be wound up, Wil 
kins and Blyth, St Swichin’s lane, solicitors for the paiitioners. 

Industrial Coal and Iron Company, Limited. Patition for winding up, 
presented July 28, directed to be heard before the M.R. on the first 
petition day in Michaelmas Sittings, Bel! aud Co, How « hurchyard, 
agents for Rogers and Co, Sheitieid, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Mineral Hill Silver Mines Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 

on or before Oct 31, to send their names and aidrarses, and ihe pate 
ticvlars of their debts or claims. to William ‘l'urquand, |Tokenhou® 
ard, Wednesday, Nov 15, at 12, is appointed tor hearing and ad- 
udicating upoa the debts aud claims, ‘ 

National Funds Assurance Company, Limi'ed,—By an order made bf 
the M.R., dated July 29, it was ordered that the above company 08 
wound up. Beall, Queen’s buildings, Queep Victoris st, suliciior 
for the petitioner. ' 

Tynewydd Iron and Tin Plate Company, Limited.—Petition for wind 
ing up, presented Aug 5, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins ® 
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Daniels, Thomas, Handford-cum-B sden, Cheshire, Weaver. Sept 5. 
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Noy 3. Carke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fisid:, agents for Farr and 

‘Wade, Newport, eoticitors for the ptitioners, : 

Y Civil Service Servics Sup +ly Association, Limited.—Creditors 

ee ired, on or before Sept 20 to send their names and 
ss, and the particulars of their de ts or claim+, to John 

Wood Pickard, Leeds. Thursday, Nov 2, at ll, is appointed for 

hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and ciaims. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, Aug 4, 1876. 
Jubilee Improved ate Society, Golden Fleece, Bermondsey wall, 


sey. Aug 3. 
Oniordahire Friendly and Medical Society, Oxford. Aug 1. 


Creditors under Esta\es in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Ju'y 28, 1876. 

George, Park st, Grosvenvr square, Fsq. Oct 2. Capes v 
Te, v.c. Mylins, Ullichorne, Fieid court, Giay’siin 
Cunningbam, Francis, Clarendon :d,S.u.b Kensinzion, Lient Co'onel 

Madras Army. Oct 2. Anderon v Cunnmgham, V.C. Hail. 
Oooke and Jonas, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 


Wood v Daniels, M.R. Johnson, 8 ock port 

Davies, Jacob, Hendai, Carmarthen, Farmer. Oct 2. Davies v Davies, 
V.C. Malins. Lloyd, Lampet er 

. Rober’, Northwold, Norfolk, Farmar. Sept 1. Carter v Dye, V.C. 

Hell, Houchen, Thetford 

Green, William, By ker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Oct 10. Green 
vGreen, V.C. Hal. Brignall,jun, Durham 

Grist, James, Midhurst, Sussex, Build r, Oct,1. Durman v Grist, 
¥.0, Bacon, Lucas, Michiarst 

Haire, William Harland, Little Haywood, Staff rd, Innkeeper. Oct 10. 
Haire v Haire, V.C. Hall. Hand and Co, Stafford 


Tuxzspay, Au, 1, 1876. 
Bosworth, Rev Joseph, Oxford. Sept 15, Huskins v Holt, V.C. Hail. 
Parkers, Bedford row 
, George Marshall Steel, Newcas le-up»n-Tyne. Sept 6. 
Marks v Donald, M.R, Wallac’, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Lendram, Mary Ann, Clifton, bristol, Sept 8. Leadrum v Lendrum, 
M.R. Greatorex, Chancery lane 
Richardson, Richard, Harring'on square, Sept1l. Richardson v Kelly, 
V.C, Malins, Surtees, Bedtord row 
Summers, Edmund, Northrepps, Norfilk, Builder. Sept 6. Boswell 
y Gurney, M.R. nsell, Norwich 
Thomas, Mary Ano, Cacrcady, Glamurgan. Sept 20. Hill v Gibbon, 
V.C.Malins. Williams, Curd ff 
Thomas, Thomas, Brecegar, Kent, Gent. Sept 21. Mealey v Moxley, 
V.C. Hall, Millman, Southampton buldi.gs, Chancery lane 
Turrell, James, Chariton st, Sumers town, Gent. sept7. 
vTurrell, M.R. Lickotisb, Walbrouk 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Lait Day of Claim. 
Turspay, Ang 1, 1876, 
Arnold, James, Wood/ord, Gent. Aug 3]. Sheffield and Sons, Lime st 
Cutts, Joseph, Birmingham, Architect. Szpt 40. Wood and Son, 
Birmingham 
Davidson, Nathaniel, Amsterdam, Holland, Esq. Sept. Dawes and 
Sons, Angel c uct, Throgmortun\st 
Dawney,Charks, Bath. Sept z. Nuunton, Cheapside 
Foster, Wiliam, Princes Ead, Tipwon, Stafford, Yeoman, 
Round, Tipton 
Furness, Wiliam, Halifax, York. Sert 1. Hl), Ha'ifax 
Garding, Robert Ogilvie, Lee, Kent, Lieut Col Inwan Army. Aug 25. 
Brooks, and Co, Godlia an st 
Gordon, Lewis Dunbar Brodie, Totteridge, Hertford, Civil Engineer. 
Sept 29. Horne and Hunter, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Harris, Hannah, Broadway, Westminster. Aug 3l. Webb and Co, 
Argyle st, Regent st 
Holt, John, Great Be: khampstead, Hertford, Furniture Dealer. Sept !. 
Bullock, G eat Berkhampstead 
Howard, Mary Anh, Liverpool. Oct 28. Martin, Liverpool 
Sa Grove st, Camdentown, Aug 28. ‘Tyler, Lincoln’s inn 
elds 
Jennings, Ihomas, Crewe Town, Cheshire, Yeoman. Dec 25 Cooke, 
wi 


Turre!l 


Aug 27. 


 <Mlotaonaeas Saint Ive, Cornwall, Farmer. Sept 29. Nicolls, 
tu 


gton 
Mackay, Milbro, Richmond, Surrey. Sept 11. Mills and Lockyer, 
Brunswic< place, City ra 
— Phillis, Huddersfield, York. Oct 31. Bottomley, Hudders- 


Mowm, John William, Royton, nr Oldham, Lancashire, Esq. Sept 28. 
Cunliffe and Co, Manchester 

Bey, Arsing, Winthorpe, Lincoln, Fisherman. Aug 25, 

niizet 

Moreley, Mary Ann, Harrogate, York. Aug 22. Wise and Son, Ripon 

Noble, Isaac, Saint Bees, Cumberland, Gent. Aug 31. Posthletnwaite 
and Brown, Whitehaven 

Woodcock, Sarah, Dover, Kent. Sept 2. Knocker, Dover 


Fray, Aug 4, 1876. 

Anderson, Thomas Darnley, Waverley Abbey, nr Farnham, Surrey, 
Esq. Sept 30. Woodrooffe and Plaskitt, New sq. Lincoln's inn 

Anfield, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent, Aug il. Wison, Hull 

Austen, George, Chilion Farm, Kent, Farmer. Sept (3. Carder, Dover 

, George, Sunderland, Durham, Painter. Aug 31. Alcock, 

jun, Sunderlond 

Barucheon, Arnold de Beer, The Boltons, South Kensington, Esq. 

Oct 20. Torr and Co, Bedford row 
Bath, John Drew, Aigburth, nr Liverpool, Car Proprietor, Sept 27. 


Bassitt, 


Blackburn, Jane Mary, Edith rd, Peckham. Sept 29. Pattison 

and Uo, Queen Vieto: ia st 

Blakeborough, John Mangle, Marton, Lancashire, Gent. Septl. Sut- 

cliff:, Burnley 

Buckley, James, Birmingham, Peer S+ller. Sept 29. Allen, Birmingham 

Burley, James, Stottold, Bedford, Labourer. Sept2. Wright, Ampthill 

Bushnell, Elizabeth, Bri-tol. Oct 4, Miller, Bristol 

Chamberlain, Robert, Norwich, Esq. (Cet 1. Coaks, Norwich 

Clayton, Themas, S:ainiey House, nr Ripley, York, Esq. Nov 1, 

Burr and Co, Leeds ‘ 

Cotching, John, Toddington, Bedford, Farmer. Sept 11. Newton, 

Leighwn Bogzzid 

Cutbush, William, Barnet. Herts. Nurseryman. Dec 25. Boyes, Barne ¢ 

Dixon, William, North Shieids, Northumberland. Sept 1. i 

North Shields ; ’ . rings 24 

om. Emanuel, Walcot, Oxford, Farmer, Oct !. Saunders, Chipping 
orton ’ 

Harrop, John, Cheetham, Manchester, Claye and Son, 

Manchester 

Hartley, Wi'liam, Kendal, Westmorland, Baker. Sept 8. 

and Wilson, Kendal 

Headland, Rey Edward, Dorchester, Dorset. Sept 15. Thomson, Bed- 
ford row 

Heaven, Harriett, B istol. Oct 10. Wood, Bristol 

Hester, George Parsons, Oxford, Town C.erk. Septl. Hesters, Oxford 

Hudson, Thomas, Copthorne, Sussex, Wood Dealer. Sept 1, Head 

and Sons, Fast Grinstead 

Hutchinson, Williom Jjoht,, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coalowner. Oct 1. 

Philipson, Newcastle upon-Tyne 

Jowett, James, A hion-und :-Lyne, Lancashire, Esq. Nov 1. Brooks 

and Co, Ashton-unier- Lyne 


Sept 22. 


Thomson 


Kerwood, George, Cuichester, Tailor. Sept 14. Raper and Freeland, 
Chichester 
Ledgard, William, Roundhay, York, Esq. Novi. Barr and Co, 


Leeds 

Lacklin, George, Albion rd, Holloway, Laundryman. Sept 18. Naunton, 
Cheapside 

Mantherpe, George Lemon, Southtown, Suffolk, Gent. Sept 30. 
Holt, Great Yarmouth 

Metcalfe, Agnes, Todiington, Bedford, Sept 11. Newton, Leighton 
Buzzard 

Mitchell, Abrabam, Mansel!-passage, Mansell st, Goodman’s fields. 
Ang 25. Davis, Basi: ghall st 

Moffatt, Robert, New ascie-upon-Tyne, Draper. 
Neweastle-upon- Tyne : 
Norris, Richard, Oxiord, Gent. Sept 1. Hesters, Oxford 

Paget, John Henry, Naupanton, Leicester, Esq. Sept 14. Harris, Crieh. 
Peachey, Thomas Emmerson, Oulchester, Essex, Upholsterer. Sept 1. 


Pope, Colchester d 
Pitt, Job, Dudley, Worcester, Maltster. Oct 10. Sanders and Smith, 


Dudley 


Sept 1. Fleming, 


Pratt, Erasmus Crake, Salford Priors, Warwick, Merchant. Oct 2. 
Hobbs ana Sl. tter, S':atord-upon-Avon 
Rowlands, Samuel Griffiths, Chester, Tailor, Aug 30. Walker an@ 


Smith, Chester 
Stanbvridge, Sidney William, Cina’-bark, Camberwell, Maltster. Sept 


28. Pattison ond Uo, Queen Victoria st 
Sept 18. Wynne and Son, . 


Stilwell, Thomas, Dorking, Surrey, Esq. 
Linccln’s inn fields 
Tayior, Elizabeth, Margate, Kent. Oct 1. Waltersand Gush, Finsbury 


circus 

Thorne, Charles Augus ns, Ea'ixg, Middlesex, Paymaster R.N. Sept 29. 
Pattison and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Trimnell, Henry Georg , Cantervu:y, Jewelier. Sept 19. Carder, Dover 


Warren, James, Grrat Fenton, Stafford, Gent. Feb. 2. Hawley, 
Longton 
Warren, William, Stapenhill, Derby, Farmer. Nov 1. Drewrys, 


Burton- n- rent 
Wilshin, Emma, Bushey Hea'h, Herts. Sept 1. Mort, Paternoster row 


Woodhouse, Henrv John Cam Frederic, Phillip’s rd, Dalston, Account- 
ant, Sept 30. Chauntreli and Oo, Lincoin’s inn fieids 


Tuespay, Aug 8, 1876. 
Bridgwater, Martha, Sammertown, Oxford, Sapt 16. Mallams, Oxford 
Bul'ock, John, Canonbury park north, Gent. Sept 29. Smith, Kiog 
Williom st 
Gardiner, Edwin, Chalf rd, Gloucester, Gent. Nov 1, 
Parsons, Stroud 


Kearsey and 


Graham, James, Woolwich, Kent, Major R.H.A. Sept’, Farnfield 
and San pson, Queen Victoria st 
Green, Phabe, Southampion, Saddler. Sept 20. J, J. Burnett, 


High st, Southampt: n 

Knollys, John Welds'e, Cheltenhsm, Gloucester, Esq. Sept 
Lindsay and Co, Baxinghal! st 

L’Amy, Margaret Sirclair, Newbury, Berks. Sept 4, Lucas, Newbury 

Marshail, William, Boston, Lincoln, Yeoman. Oct 1, Simpson and 
Co, Boston 

Middleton, Thomas, Neweastic-upon-Tyne, Silversmith. Sept 65. 
Garbutt, Newca-tle-upou-Tyne 

Millington, Dorothy Catherine, Teddington, Middlesex. Oct 1. Simpsen 
and Co, Boston 

Morley, Mary Ann, Belper, Derby. Sept 1. Walker, Belper 

‘Oliver, Jorn, Kirton, Lincoln, Gent. Oct 1. Simpson and Co, Boston 

Osborne, Thomas James, Abbey cottages, Kilburn, Plate Chest Maker. 
Sept 4. Wells, Percy st, Bedford sq 

Pearson, Charles, Launceston, Cornwall, Aug 31. C. H. Burt, High 
st, Wind-or 

Phillips, John, Oswestry, Salop, Gent, Septl. Davies, Oswestry 

Philiips, John Hopkins, Oswesiry, Salop, Draper. Septl. Davies, 


Oswestry b 
Preston, Edward, Eccles, Lancashire, Gent. Sept 29, Smith and 


30. 





Claye and Son, Manchester 


Boyer, Manchester 
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Rudnall, William Henry, Ulverston, Lancashire, Chemist. 


Sept 2. 
Remington, Ulverston 


Turner, Thomas, Kington, Here‘ord, Miller. Sept 16. Tidd and Co, 


Kington 
Winstanley, John, Manchester, Bookbinder. Aug22. Sale and Co, 
Manchester 
Bankrupt. 
Fripay, Aug. 4, 1876. 
° Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 


McCulloch, Hugh, Thomas, and Henry Perrin, Mincing lane, Chemica 


Merchants. Pet Augl. Keene. Aug I6atl 
fandys, Frederick, Spencer st, Westminsfer, Artist. Pet July 29. 
Keene. Aug 16 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Barrett, Robert Maynard, Bic2ster, Oxford, Sicking Minufacturer, 
Pet Aug 2. Bishop. Oxford, Aug 14 at 12 

Cash, Ebenezer William, Suu'hport, Laacasbire, Gent. Pet July 31. 
Watson. Liverpool, Aug 15 at 2 

Knott, Joreph, and Edmund Knott, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturers. Pet 
July 31. Wake. Sheffield, Aug 15 ac il 

Mawson, Henry, and Joseph Walker, Gildersome, York, Stonemasons, 
Pet Aug?. Marshall. Leeds, Aug 23 at ll 

Maxey, Henry, Heywood, Lancashir, General Draper. Pet Aug 1° 
Holden. Bolton, Aug 21 at 11 

Paton, Walter, Liverpool, Ship»wner. Pet July 28. Bellringer. Liver- 
pool, Aug 21 at 2 

Pitt, Thomas, Birmingham, Builder. Pet Aug 2. Parry. Birming- 
ham, Aug 18 at 1) 

Smithies, James, Middleton, Lancashire, Silk Ribbon Manufacturer. 
Pet Aug?. Tweedale. Oldhan, Aug 23 at 11 

Walker, Henry, Leeds, Commission Agent. Pet Aug 2. Marshall. 
Leeds, Aug 23 at 11 


Toespay, Aug. 8, 1876. 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Coninsby, Charles, Penton st, Pentonville, Cheesemonger. Pet Aug 4, 
Keene. Aug 18 at il : 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Beames, Pearson Thomas, Stogursey, Somerset, Esq. Pet Aug 5. 
Meyier. Taunton, An 2lgat 'z 

Bowley. William, Worcester, Grocer. Pet Aug 3. Crisp. Worcester, 
Ang 25 at 12 

Cariss. Rev Waiter Henry. Cloughton, York. Pet Jaly 15, Woodall. 
Scarborough, Aug 18 at 3 

Chinn, Edward Wiliam, Huddersfield, York, Jeweller. Pet Aug 3. 
Jones,jun. Huddersfield, Aug 22 at 11 

Kirkbride, Joseph, Penrith, Comberland, Woollen Draper. Pet Aug 5. 
Halton. Carlisle, Ang 2i at3 

Knock, Thomas Baker, Glersiord, Suffulk, Grocer. Pet Aug 3. Barnes. 
Colcne ster, Ang 23 at 32 

Smith, Charies Henry, Bromyar’, Hereford, Butcher. Pet Aug 5, 
Crisp. Worcester, Aug 26 at ‘2 

Snaith, George H » New Ncrmanton, Derby, Builder. Pet Aug 4. 
Weiler. Derby, Aug 24 at 12 

Wicks, Samuel, Hertford, Baker. Pet Aug 5. Spence. Hertford, 
Aug 26 at j1 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNOLLED. 
Fripar, Aug. 4, 1876, * 


Pire, William, Brixham, Devon, Fish Sa'esmen. July 19 
Whiteiy, Edward, Shrewebury, salop, Butcher. Avg 2 


Torspay, Aug. 8, 1876. 


Hutchison, Adeline, Brighton, Sassex. June 10 

Jones, Thomas, Charlotte st, Portlend place, Brewer, July 29 

Walker, Wilbam Mott, Cardington st, Euston square, Medicul Assist- 
ant. Aug3 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fuipay, Aug 4, 1676, 


Ackland, Charl-s, Evelyn st, Lower rd, Deptford, China Dealer. Aug 
16 at 12 nt offices of Gamble and Harvey, Gresham buildings, 
Besinzhall st. Loc’yer, Gresham bull fi igs 

Austin, John, Great Gidding, Huntingdon Blacksmith. Aug 28 at 11 
at otces of Richardeon and son, Oundle 

Barham, Wilam, Uhisl-harst, Ken’, Baker. Aug 22 at 10 at the Bull’s 
Head Ho el, Chisleurst. King Fish st hill 

Blythe, David, Manchester, Anctiovecr. Aug 21 at 3 at offices of 
Cobtett and Co Brown st, Manche ter 

Bragg, Cher'es Henry, Bristol, Beker, Avg 17 at 2 at offices of Hobbs, 
Cler: st, Bristol 

Braze'!, George, London rd, Potato Salesman. Ang 14 at 2 at offices 
ot Kotwe'l, Chancery lane 

Ball, Williom Rich+ra, Birmingham, General Merchant. Ang 17 at 12 
at the Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmirgham, Jelf, 
Birminghs m 

Chatter, Herbert, Ealing, Middlevex, no business. Aug 21 at 2 at the 
Castle lan, Brentford trandons, G-#ex -t, strand , 

Conwy, Jon Harris, jon, Abergavenny, M mmouth, Lime Merchant, 





Cotteri!l, George Thomas, Gravesend, Kent, Pilot. Aug 16 at) 
offices of Fenner and Co, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st, 
Coleman st ' 

Crocktord, George Lepard, Nottingham, Jeweller. Aug 21 at Ye. 
offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham at 

Cucksey, Caroline, Boston mews, Dorset square, Farrier. A 
at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone rd . og Satiy 

Cutis, Solomon Charies, Lower Rosoman st, Clerkenwel', Gold Rafloer, 
Aug 15 at 1 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Denman, James Jharles, Aldershot, Hants, Suddier. Aug 15 at? y 
the Royal Exchange Hotel, High st, Aldershot. Eve, Aidersnot 

Dent, John, Croyd.n, out of business. Aug 15 at 2 at the Pring 
Albert, Mitcham rd, Croydon 

Ellis, Kichard, and Will am Elli+, Liverpoo', O.l Manufacturers, Any 
16 at 3 at othces of Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Elmor, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tobacconist. Auz 17 at § tt 
offices of Jacobs, County buildings, Kingston-npon-Hali 

Everitt, John Hurrey, Mortimer West End, Hants, Farmer, Aug i? 
at 1.30 at the Great Northern Hotel, Petervorouzh. Cammack 

Ferguson, James, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Durham, Fruiterer. Aug lat} 
at offices of Joes, Newgate st, Newcastle-up n-Tyne 

Fisher, John, and Robert Fisher, Preston, Lancashire, Joiners, Aug li 
at 3 at offices of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 

Fletcher, Septimus, Stalybridge, Lancashire, Grocer. Aug i8 at3¢ 
Whitehead, Stamford st, Suuly bridge 

Gibso", George, Withernwick, York, Grocer, Aug 22 at 11 at offices 
Juian, Manor st, Kingston-npon-Hul: 

Goodiellow, Fe ix Charles, and James Edward Goodfellow, St Bride's 
st, Ludgate circus, Bookseliers. Aug 22 at 3 at othces of Lawis and 
and Co,, Old Jewry : 

Green, Oliver Astley, Manchester, General Dealer. Aug 2 at tla 
office- of Burton, King st, Manchester 

Griffith, Joun, Lianrwst, Denvigh, Grocer. Aug 16 at 1 at the Quesny 
Hotel, Chester. Jones, Conway 

Groom, Josiah, Shrewsbury, Salop, Phstographer. Aug 15 at ll at 
offices of Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Hall, Joseph, Manches er, Boiler Maker. Aug 22 at 3 at offices of 
Gardner, brown st, Manchester 

Hannab, James Bruce, Liverpool, Leather Dealer. Aug 17 at 2at 
offices of Harris, Union court, Liverp.ol 

Hargrave, Join, L3eds, Stone Mason. Aug 17 at 3 at offices of Ford 
and Son, Aibiou st, Leers 

Bilier, William Henry, Birmingham Heath, Blacking Manufactarer, 
Aug 1/9 at 11 at offices of Burton, Union passage, Birming 1am 

Holdforth, James, and Walter Holdf rth, Leeds, Silk Spiauers. Aug%t 
at 2 a: office: of Bond and Burwick, Aibion place, Leeds 

Holiingham, Thomas, Gravesend, Kent, Grocer. Aug 17 at 12 at ofiee 
of Walker and Co, Founders’ Hall, St Swithin’s lane. Bewley, Graves 


end 

Holt, Charlee, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Sk Throwster. Aug '6 at Sat 
offices of Barclay and Henstock, kxchan ze chambers, Macclesfi Id 

Hook, Emmavcuel, Stafford, Wocd Truss Hoop Manufacturer. Aug 
15 at 11 at offices of Bowen, Stafford 

Houghton, Jeshus, Leeds, Furnitura Broker, Aug 17 at 3 at oficesof 
Hewson. East parade, Leeds 

Howe, Joseph Mason, Newington, York, Chemi-t. Aug 15 at 12a 
offices 0° Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- Hull 

Huches, Owen, Liverpool, Cartowner. Auz 17 at 2 at offices of 
Wiliams, Lord st, Liverpool 

Jackson, Thomas, Accrington, Lancashire, Draper. Aut 18 at? a 

the Derby Hotel, St James’s st, Accrington. Whalley, Accrinzton 

Johnson, James, Carlisle, Cumberland, Pumber. Aug 17 at 3 at offices 
of Debinsun and Watson, Bank st, Carlisl» 

King, Wilism, Idle, Calverley, out of business. Aug 16 at 3 at the 
Roebuck Inn, Stanford. Burnley 

Kirkby, Hevury William, Beeston, Nottingham, Harter, Ang 21 at3 

atthe Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham, Cranch and 

8: round, Nottingham 

Knivht, George, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Auz 16 at 2 at otices of 

Campbell and Salmon, Stephen st, Bristol 

Krze.zkowski, S:anislaus, Campbell buildings, Rya tane, Peckham, 

Watch Maker. Aug (7 at 12 at offices of Bunes, Basinghall #, 

Mason, No:th buildings, Finsbury 

Lambard. Edgar, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Boot Miker. Aug 21 at 2 as 

the White Hart Hotel, Saxmundnan, Po lard 

Lawio, James, Birkdale, Lancashirs, Res surant Prooristor. Aig 

21 at 2 at the Minorca Hotel, Walig te, Wigar, Wool, Wigin 

Lees, Daniel, Wigan, Lancashire, Iroamonzer, Aug 21 at LI at offises 

of Ash'on, King st, Wigen 

Leonard, Jovn Richard Lock, Chippenham, Wilts, Innkeeper, Aug IS 

at 10 atthe Ange! Hotel, Cuippenhawn. Wood, Chippennan 

Lewis, James, death, Pork Butcher, Aug 16 at 11 at 5, Westgate build- 

ings, Bath, Wilton 

Lite John, Whit-haven, Cumberland, License1 Victualler. Aug 18 

at 3 a offices of Brockbank aud Helder, Whitehaven 

Lowe John, Wolverhamp on, Stafford, Beer-eller. Aug 17 at 3 at offices 

of Wilcock, Nor:h st, Wo verhampton 

Land: l), Henry Wiliam Adrian, (irave-end, Kent, Surgeon. Aug 24at 
2 at offices of Gbriel, Lincoln’sinn fiel ts 

Malpass, Duniel, Hurst green, Sussex, Blickamith. Ang 18 at 12 ab 

the Swan Hotel, Tunbridge we lx. Ca umace, Hastings 

Marsha |, Michael Wili*, Newe.s le-upoo-ly 1e Grocer Ang ls at? 

at offives of Stanford, Collingwood #t, Newcastle-uyon-Tyne 

Pave, Newton Thomas, King «st, Clerkenwoll, Menafeccuring 

Jeweller, Aug 15 at Lt at oflces of Evans and Zaglos, Jonn st, 

Bedford row 

Paimer, Prederick, "ath, Hardware Dsaler. Aug 15 at 10.30 at 3, 

Wood st, Hath, Mogers 

Pinkerton, John, Manchester, Skirt Menufactarer, Aug 18 at 3 at offices 

of Addieshaw and Warburron, Kig #t, Manc'vester 

Plumeier, Christian, and Charies Bile, Kvarx st, Maro st, Hicknes, 

Boot Manufacturers, Aug 14 at }1 at offices of George ani Pinder, 

Wool Exchange, Coleman st, Archer, Worship at. Finsbury 

Puffer, Jonn King, Good Kaster, Es ex, Woeelwright. Aug 25 até 

at the Corn Exchange, Onelinsiord. Datteld aud Bruty, Chelms- 





Ang 7 at 3 at the King’s Head Hotel, Newpurt. Jones, Abergavenny 
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Middlesborou zh, Grocer, Aug 22 at 2 at the Queen’s Clayburn, Henry, Manchester, Brewer. Aug 21 at 3 at offices of Need- 
ae gg eal ham and Co, York st, Manchester 


irdson, William Haory, Wallingto, Sircey, Baildes: Ang 16 at 


y at ofiees of Slater aad Pannell, Galihall cia nders, Bisin gaili st. 


a,Caanonst , 
ae Francis, Oatherine court, S3ething ling, Malt Fastor. 


gi at 1 at offizes of Cox and Soas, Cloak lane, Canaon st 
att, Heary, Godalming, Surrey, Narsarymin, aug l5 at 2 at the 
King’s Arms Hotel. Gola!ming. Div, GoJal ning 

gnaw, Thomas, Woodsridgs, Suff lk, Tailor. Aug t3 at 2 at oMices of 
Brooke. Canreh st, Wood oritra ; 

Sheohard, Thomas Symons Dennis, Great Wiachester st, Silk Mer- 
t. Ang 18 at (1 at offices of Howard and Co, New Bridze st 
Smith, Kobart Blackie, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Grocer, Aug 21 at 
Hat offices of Cowdell aad Co, Budza row, Cannoa st, Wiltshire, 

armouth 
Pas Drid, and Alfred Sny th, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, 
Wine Merchants. Aug 16 at 12.30 at offices of Monkhouse and Co, 
Rimsden square, Barrow-ia-Furness. Johnson and Tilley, Lan- 


sectbott, Wiliam, jun, Nantwich, Cheshire, Boot Clicker, Aug 21 
at 3ato fices of Cooke, Temple chambers, Crawe 
Stalker, John James, Ipswich, Saffolk, Toy Dealer. Aug 16 at 11 at 
offices of Mills, Elm st, Ipswich 
Standley, James, and Frederick Charles Standley, Watton, Norfolk. 
Aug !2 at 12 at the Registrar's Otfice, Redwell st, Norwich. Gregson 
and Robinson : 
Stevenson, Samuel, amd Robert Stevenson, Accrington, Lancashire, 
Contractors. Aug 17 at 2 at the Victoria Hotel, Preston. Tattersall, 
Blackburn 
Thomas, John Morgan, Chesham, Buckingham, Tailor. Aug 22 at 3 at 
offices of Webbs, Austin friars 
Vincent, John, Bramfield, Saff ls, Miller. Aug 22 at 2 at the Angel 
Hotel, Halesworth. Jones, Colchester 
Wagstaff, Edwin Henry, and Joseph Whately, Birmingham, Manu- 
facturers of Fancy Leather Goods. Aug 17 at 11 at offices of Parr, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
Waller, Thomas, Huddersfisld, York, Builder. 
of Learoyd and Co, Buxtonri, Huddersfield 
Watkin, Henry, Halton, Cheshire, Agricultural Implement Maker. 
Aug 21 at | at offices of Linaker, Bank chambers, Runcorn 
Watson, Arthur, Barnsley, York, Iroomonger. Aug 17 at 3 at the 
Commercia! Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Lodge, Leeds 
Watson, Henry, end Arthur Lorkin, Manor place, Walworth rd, 
Grocers. Aug 14 at 3 at offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity 
square, Southwark 
Watson, William James, Whitefriars st, Wool Engraver. Aug 16 at 2 
at offices of Low, Clifford’s inn 
Webb, Charles, Frome, S merset, Baker. Aug 16 at 12 at offices of 
McCarthy, King st, Frome 
Westzott, Joun, Gloucester. Aug 15at 3 at offices of Haines, St John’s 
lane, Gloucester 
Whinfield, James, North Seale, Lancashire. Innkeeper. Aug 12 at 2at 
Sharp’s Temperance Hotel, Barrow-ia-Furness. Dickinson 
Whitley, Mary Louisa, Bradford, York, Boot Maker. Aug 21 at 3 at 
offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Market st, Bradiord 
Williams, William, and Alfred Williams, Newport, Monmouth, 
Builders, Aug 18 at 12 at offices of Lloyds, Bank chambers, New- 
port 
Williamson, George, The Grove, Hackney, Boot Maker. Aug 12 atl! 
at etl Goldberg, Commercial st, Whitechapel. Tcipy, Exeter 
s!, Stran 
Woollaston, Willian, Birmingham, Guard Chain Manufacturer, Aug 
12 at 12 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham ‘ 
Young, Charles Fox Bennett, Wadsley bridge, York, Manager of Brick 
Works, Aug 14 at 11 at ofBces of Leggee, George st, Sheffield. 
Esam, Shetield 


Aug 


Aug 24 at $ at office 


Tugspay, Aug, 8, 1875. 


Aarons, Nathan, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Clothier. Aug 25 at 4 at3, Com- 
mercial st, Whitechapsl, Pittman, Stamford st, Blackfriars 
Antress, David, Winsham, S merset, Grocer. Aug 23 at | at offices of 
Dommett and Canning, High st, Chard 
Bailey, John, and Joseph Bailey, Liverpool, Boot Makers. Aug 22 at 3 
at offices o' Ritson, Dale st, Liverpool 
Bampton, Willian Carles, Landport, Hants, Fruiterer. Aug 19 at 11 
at offices of Wainscot, Union st, Portsea. Blake, Portsea 
Baker, William, Ashburton, Devon, Innkeeper. Aug 24 at 11 at offices 
of Creed, Courtenay st, Newton Abbot 
Beeson, William Henry, Sheffielt, Oil Manufacturer. Aug 2 at 12 at 
the Cutiers’ Hall, Sheffield. Marshall, Sheffield 
Black, Joseph, Jun, Loughborough, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. 
= oy 11 at offices of Dean and Lickerisk, Market place, Lough- 
roug’ 
Boulton, Robert, Manchester, Leather Saller, Aug 2% at 11 at offices 
of Ramwell and Co, Pall mall, Manchester 
Bower, George, St Neots, Huntingdon, Engineer. Aug 25 at 11 at 16, 
Tokenhouse yard. Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 
Brown, Joun, Congleton, Chesbire, Publican. Aug 22 at 3at the Bull’s 
Head Hotel, Macclesfield, Garside, Congleton 
Burgess, George, Longton, Stafford, Ironmonger. Aug 21 at 3 at the 
en’s Head Hotel, Hanley. Llewellyn aad Ackriil, Tanstall 
Bush, John, Milnthorpe, Westmorland, Joiner. Aug 23 at 11 at offices 
of Arno!d and Greenwood, Highgate, Kendal 
Calvin, William, and Thomas Calvin, Manchester, Drapers. Aug 21 at 
3 at offices of Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 
‘Cass, William Honey, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant's Clerk. Aug 18 
at 12 at offices of Chatham and Son, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Cawood. Henry, Huddersfield, York, Grocer, Aug 2l at 3 at offices of 
Ramsden and Sykes, John William st, Huddersfield 
bers, John, Conisbrough, York, Boot Dealer, Aug 18 at 2 at offices 
of Clegg and Suns, Bank st, Sheffield 
Chaplin, George, New Bradwell, Buckingham, Imokeeper. Aug 28 at 
12 at offices ef Walker, Market square, Northampton 
Aug 18 at 12 at offices 
igh st, Newport. Gibbs, Newport 


Cleaton, Edmund, Llianidioes, Montgomeay, Fiannel Manufacturer. 
Aug 18 at 2.30 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. 
Blair, Manchester 

Collins, John, New cross rd, Deptford, Cheesemonger. 
offices of Harris, Southwark st, Southwark 

Coupland, Henry Carrie, and Edward James Rudgird Wigz, Cannon st, 
China Merchants. Aug 26 at 10.30 at offices of Roberts, Cole- 
man st 

Coward, James, Exeter, Hairdresser. Aug 21 at 12 at offices of Peyton, 
Castle st, Exeter : 

Cowley, Albert, Brighton, Sussex, Restaurant Keeper. Aug 22 at3 at 
offices of Nye, North st, Brighton 

Craighead, George, Leeds, Draper. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of Crowther 
and Co, Britannia buildings, Oxford place, Leeds. Watson, York 

Crose, Charles, North Maivern, Worcester, Builder. Aug 18 at 3 at 
offices of Corbetts, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 

ie Leeds, Japanner, Aug |8at 3 at offices of Brooke, Bond 
8 ds 

Curtis, Selina, Ilkeston, Derby, Draper. Sept 1 at 12 at offices of 
Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 

Davies, Daniel, Liverpool. Linendraper. Aug 2i at 2 at offices of 
Harris, Union court, Castle st, Liverpool 

Davies, Even, Talsara, Cardigan, Innkeeper. Aug 19 at 3 at offices 
of Lloyd, High st, Lampeter 

Dean, Mary, Manchester, Beer Retailer. Aug 25 at 3 at offices ef Garth. 
waite, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Drake, John, Nottingham, Baker. Aug 21 at 1! at offices of Black, 
Low pavement, Nottingham 

Emerson, John, Blackburn, Lancashire, Tailor. Aug 22 at !1 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Sc tt, Blackburn 

Fisher, Henry, Manchester, Waterproofer. Aug 25 ac 3 at odices of 
Clayton, St Jame’s square, Manchester 

Fludger, Edmund Samuel, Belvedere, York. Aucicneer. Ang 19 at 2,45 
. Offices of Gooch, Belvedere Railwsy S ation. Cooper, Chancery 
ane 

Gardner, James, Batley, York, Bookkeeper. Aug 25 at 10.30 at offices 
of Ridgway, Church st, Dewsbury 

Garside, Gabriz!, Rochdale, Lancashire, Share Broker. 
offices of Standring, King st, South parade, Rochdale 

Gelling, Matthew Harrison, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Ironmonzer. Aug 17 
at 3 at offices of Durant, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Gillespie, Alexander, Rochdale, Lancashire, Tailor, Aug 18 at 3 at 
= Wheat Sheat Hotel, Fennell st, Manchester. Standring, Roch- 

ale 
Goodwin, Robert, Newton Heath, nr Manchester, Winder. Aug25 at 8 
at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Msnchester p 

Graham, Harry, jan, Brighton, Sussex, Carver. Aug $l at 12 at offices 
of Fisher and Co, Leicester square 

Green, James, Oldham, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. Aug 23 at 
11 at the King’s Arms Hotel, Olcham. Biackburne and Co, Oldham 

Haley, Tbomas Wood, Dewsbury, York, Coal Merchant. Aug 22 at il 
at the Scirb orough Hotel, Dewsbury. Ridgway 

Hankinson, William, Southport, Lancashire, Tai'or. Aug 21 at 12 at 
the Royal Hotel, Dals st, Liverpool. Walton, Southport 

Harrison, James, and Thomas Whitwam, Beck Foot Mill, nr Bingley, 
York, Silk Spinners. Aug 19 at 10 at offices of Watson and Dickons, 
Victoria chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Hey, Tom, Sherpurn, York, Iunkeeper. Aug 19 at 12 at offices of 
Crowt ier, Britannia baildings, Oxford place, Leeds. Rhodes 

Hickman, Samuel, Leeds, Watch Maker. Aug 2) at 2 at the Midland 
Hotel, Birmingham. Simpson and Burrell 

Hindson, John, Birmingham, Wholesale Warehouseman. Aug 18 at 12 
at offices of Reece and Harris, New st, Birmingham 

Hives, John, jun, Reading, Berk», Schoolmaster. Aug 2! at 3 at offices 
of Beale and Martin, London st, Readiag 

Holmes, William, Woodville, Leicester, out of business. Aug 21 at il 
at = Midland Hotel, Stavion st, Burton-on-Trent. Wilson, Burton- 
on: Trent 

Hunt, Thomas, Miles Platting, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Aug 21] at 3 
at the Black Horse Ion, Oldham rd, Manchester 

Hurst, John, sen, Rampton, Nottingham, Cotteger. Aug25 at1l at 

offices of Marshall aud Co, East Retiord 

Jones, Hester, Hereford, Grocer. Aug (6 at 10,30 at offices of Corner, 
High Town, Hereford 

Jones, Thomas Frederick, Liverpool, Pawnbroker. Aug [8 at 3 at 

offices of Gibson, North John st, Liverpoo!. Norris and Sons, Liver- 


Aug 17 at3 at 


Aug 21 at 3 at 


poo! 

Jenkins, Moses, Penygraig Dinas, Glamorgan, Stationer. Aug 21 at 12 

at offices of Alexander, Institute chambers, Pontypridd 

Jenkinson, Heary, and John Jenkinson, Fenton, Staffuri, Builders. 

Aug 21 at 11 at offices of Tennant, Chexpside, Hanley 

Jepson, Richard Heary, Manchester, Hat Manufacturer. Aug 25at3 

at offices of Addieshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Keller, Phillip, and Emil Habn, Hatton garden, Dealers ia Precious 

Stones. Aug 21 at 3 atthe Guildhall Tavera, Gresham si. Bohm, 

Oid Jewry 

Kent, Edward, Glamisrd, Shadwell, Lighterman. Aug 28 at the City 

Terminus Hotel, Cannon st, Birchall, Gracechureh st 

Kruger, Edwio Charles, Bristol, Commission Agent. Aug 22 at ll at 

-- bes _— and Co, Shannon court, Cora st, Bristol. Fussell and 
lo, Bristo! 

Lamb, Herbert Henry, O'd st, Goswell rd, Manufacturer of Gymnastic 

Apparatus. Aug 19 at3 at offices of Kisch, Argyll place, Regent at 

Leapman, Moss, Buckingham Palace rd, Pimlico, Watch Maker, Aug 

16 at 3 at offices of Barnett, New Broad st 

Leek, James, Derby, Dealer ia Cordials, Aug 26 at 3 at offices of 
Gretton, Corn market, Derby 

Lewis, Hananiah, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 19 at 1) at the 

Mackworth Hotel, Neath, Leyson, Neata 

Macandrew, William, West Gorton, nr Manchester, Cut Nail Mana- 

facturer, Aug 2i at 3 at offices of Gartuwaite, Brasennese st, Man- 


chester 
Mackie, William Sharp, and William Charies Harris, ee, Skirt 





® se, James, Newport, Monmouth, Surgeon, 
of Tfibe and Co, 

4 mus Alfred, Deabigh, Builder, Aug 21 at 2 at the Queen 
otal, Gaaster. Gold and Oo’ sn - 


Manufacturers, Aug 29 at |] at offices of Boote and Edgar, 
at, Manchester 
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Mackintosh, Charles, Middlesborongh, York, Ironmonger. Aug 18 at 3 
at offices of Hallam, Exchange place, Middlesborough. Belk and 
Parriogton 

Maddison, George, Middlesborough, York, Provision Dealer, Aug 19 
at 12 at the Half Moon Hotel, New Evvet, Durham, Peacock, 
Middlesborough 

Mason, John, Clavering, Essex, Farmar. Aug 7 at lat the George 
Hotel, Bi-hop’s Stortford. Harrison, Bermondsey st 

McKenzie, George, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamergan, Travelliag Draper. 
Aug 18 at 1 at offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr 
Tydfil 

esters, George, Hawley crescent, Camden town, Printer. Aug 25 at 3 
at offices of Webbs, Austinfriars 

Miler, Ernest, Leeds, Grocer. Aug 21 at 2 at offices of Whitele7, 
Albion st, Leeds 

Milton, James, South et, New North rd, Islington, Grocer. Aug 24 at 
11 at offices of King, Fish st hill 

Moore, William, Royal Leamington Spa, Warwick, Bricklayer. Aug 
17 at 12 at offices of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Morris, John Sherwood, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturer. 
at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Molloney, Samuel Whitehall, Coventry, Warwick, Trimming Manufac- 
turer. Aug 21] at 12 at offices of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Murray, Thomas, Liverpoo!, Tailor. Aug 23 at 3 at offices of Harper, 
Cable st, Liverpool 

Murton, John Woods, Wood green, Tottenham, Butcher. Aug 18 at 2 
at offices of Webster and Graham, Ely place, Holborn 

Offen, Essex William, Mersham, Kent, Aug 22 at 4 at offices of Nor- 
wood, High st, Ashford 

Page, William John, High 83, Pop'ar, Pastry Cook. 
offices of Holloway, Bali’s pond rd 

Parish, Alfred, Malpas rd, New crossrd, Deptford, Gardener. Aug 17 
at 2 at offices of Harris, Southwark st, Southwark 

Parks, John, Henry Parks, and William Parks, Wincham, Cheshire, 
Silk Manufacturers. Aug 22 at 3 atoffices of Grundy and Kershaw, 
Booth st, Manchester 

Parks, Joseph, Wincham, Cheshire, Shipbuilder. Aug 22 at 3 at offices 
of Simpson and Hocklin, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Potter, Richard, and Frederick Geary, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. 
Aug 28 at 12 atoffices of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 

Riley, Robert, B'ackburn, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Aug 18 at ll at 
offices of Dariey, Lord st west, Blackburn 

Scales, Wiiiiam, Wolstanton, Stafford, Grocer. 
of Turner, Bagnall st, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Shenton, Anthony, Longton, Stafford, Cab Proprietor, Aug 17 at 11 
at offices of Teunant, Cheapside 

Shearman, Thomas, Newington butts, Seedsman, 
offices of Davis, Harp lane, Great Tower st 

Skelton, Frederick, Bethnal green rd, Tailor. 
Butcher, Cheapside, Panley 

Smith, Arthur Gilbody, Leigh, Lancashire, Farmer. Aug 23 at 3 at 
offices of Major, Brown st, Manchester 

Smith, James, Stourbridge, Worcester, Tailor. 
of Homer, High st, Brierley Hill 

Smith, Robert, Birmirgham, Cork Manufacturer. Aug 22 at 3 at offices 
of Wright and Marshail, New st, Birmingham 

Solomons, Ab:aham, Liverpool, Outfitter. Aug 21 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

Stanton, Samuel Lear, Tipton, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 17 at 11 at offices 
of Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Stephens, Thomas, and David Brewer, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Houss 
Decorators. Aug 22 at3 at offices of Fenner and Co, Gresham build- 
ings, Basinghali st. Stopher, Coleman st 

Stockwell, Alfred, Liverpool, Dealer in Sewing Machines. Aug 22 at 2 
at offices of Evans and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liver- 


Aug 25 at 12 


Aug 17 at 3 at 


Aug 17 at 12 at offices 


Aug 28 at 12 at 
Aug 17 at 3 at offices of 


Aug 19 at 11 at offices 


poo! 
Strickland, George Washington, Leigh, Lancashire, Boot Maker, Aug 
18 at 11 at offices of Richardson, Wood st, Bolton 
Summers, Robert, Sunderland, Durham, out of business. 
at offices of Graham, John st, Sunderland 
Sykes, Lewis, Dewsbury, York, Draper. 
Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbury 
Thomas, Eli, Taunton, Somerset, Lamp Dealer. 
of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
Thomas, James Morgan, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Draper. 
at offices ef Howel!, Stepney st, Liané!ly 
Towns, Henry, jun, North Shields, Grocer. Aug 23 at 3 at offices of 
bine Westgate rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Tiuley and Co, North 
1e108 
Trew, Alfred, Ipswich, Suffolk, Builder. Aug 26 at 12 at offices of 
Jennings, Lower Brook st, Ipswich 
Usher, Frederick Richard, Low Hunsley, York, Farmer. Aug 22 at 2 
— of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hu!l. Bantoft, 
y 
Vincent, Henry, Great Coggleshal!l, out of business. Aug 26 at 4 at 
offices of Smythies and Co, Colchester 
Wainwright, James, Southport, Lancashire, Toy Dealer. Aug 30 at 3 
at offices of Barker, Londen st, Southport 
Waring, William, Beeston, Nottingham, Grocer. Aug 22 at 3 at the 
Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Cranch and Stroud, 
Nottiagham 
Watkins, George, Eskey, TWereford, Farmer. Aug 22 at 4.30 at tho 
Temple Bar Inn, Ewias Harold, Corner, Hereford 
Watts, George, Mirfield, York, Builder. Aug 24 at 11 at offices of 
Norris and Co, Halifax 
Watts, William Jobn, Miles Platting, nr Manchester, Builder, 
lat3 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Hinde 
and Co, Manchester 
‘Webb, Edward Mitchell, Greenwich, China Dealer. Aug 17 at 3at 
offices of Carttar, Catherine House, Blackheath rd, Greenwich 
Webb, Williem, Darlaston, Stafford, Galvanizer, Aug 21 at 4 at offices 
of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury f 
White, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Innkeeper. Aug 21 at 12 at office 
of Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Hull 
Wignel!, James, Fenton, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Aug 17 at ll at the 
Sea Lion Hotel, High st, Hanley, Ashmall, Hanley 


Aug 21 at3 
Aug 22 at 3 at offices of 
Aug 16 at 11 atoffices 


Aug 19 at 11 


Sept 





Williams, George Edwin, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug Ij 
at offices of Barnard and Co, Temple st, Swansea, Cox, Swansea — 

Williams, Mary, Laugharne, Carmarthen, Shopkeeper. Aug 19 att : 
at offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary’s st, Carmarthen of 

Wills, Thomas, Leicester, Leather Dealer. Aug 23 at | at Offices of 
Hunter, Ha!ford st, Leicester 4 

Woodhouse, Elizabeth, and William Carry Woodhouse, Leeds, Tailopy, 
Aug 22 at 2 at offices of Routh and Co, Royal Insurance buildings, 4 
Park row, Leeds, Emsleys 

Woolf, Thomas, jun, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, out of busing, 
Aug 18 at 11 at offices of Griffith, Lad Jane, Newcastle-under-Lymg 

Woolford, James, Stratton St Margaret, Wilts, Wheelwright. Aug ig 
at 11 at offices of Kinneir and Tombs, Corn Exchange, Swindon 

Wyman, William, Hampden rd, Upper Holloway, out of bmsingg, 
Aug 17 at 2 at offices of Fenton, Ball’s Pond rd 

Young, Agnese, Westbury-on-Trym, Gloucester, Schoolmistress, Ang 
Qi atl at offices of Williams and Co, Exchange, Bristol. Bova, 

ey 


and Hancock, Bristol 
_* AGRA BANK (LIMITED 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDOoy, 
Szancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agn 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 
Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms ey 


tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, Viz,:=. 
At 5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrayy 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upp 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 


of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or gay 
for collection. 


Sates anv PuscHases effected in British and foreign securitigs, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertakg 


Interest draws, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 


Every other description of banking business and money ageny 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


EDE AND SON, 
MAKERS, 











bck hed 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bend 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES. NIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS & 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, portrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII. and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Duchess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H. M. STAK 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir GARNET WOLSELEI, 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BAZAINE, M. THIERS, the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY, M.P. Also 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete line of British Monarels, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 300 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters, Admission, It, 
are under twelve, 6d, Extra room, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. til 
p.m. 








OYAL POLY TECHNIC.—New Lecture by Prot 
GarpNrer, BURNING and COMBUSTION, and CROOKE’S Di} 
COVERIES and APPARATUS, Brilliant Experiments. C, E. Heinkel 
Diving Apparatus and Submarine Lamp. Two Divers. Diving Bil 
twice daily. Type Writer. Hogg’s Patent Ventilation. Batemait 
Coliection of Model Steam Engines. Bidder’s Magnetic Lamp 
Tisley’s Compound Pendulum, &c., &c. Admission to the whole, is; 
Schools and Children under 10, half-price, 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.— ALICE in WON- 
DERLAND; or, More Wonders in Wonderland, New 

Views, and Illustrations, by Mr. Grorck Bucxtanp. A W, 
THROUGH the TOWER, and WONDERS of the MICROSCOPE, 
Mr. J. L. Kine, Mr. Taylor’s WONDERFUL BOY; Cilairvoyi 
and Plate Dancing extraordinary. SOLOS on the VIOLIN by 
C, A. Buousit, of the Celebrated Brousil Family. Admission t0 
whole, 1s,; Schools and Children under 10, half-price. 











VAUDEVILLE, 


THIS EVENING, at 7.30, A WHIRLIGIG. At 8, OUR BY 
Concluding with A FEARFUL FOG: Megsrs. William Farren, 7! 
Thorne, Charles Sugden, C. W. Garthorne, David James; 

Amy Roselle,"tKate Bishop, Nellie Walters, Cicely Bi 
Larkin, &c. 





